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Blue — DVD 


For decades, the Green Movement has claimed that Earth 
is threatened by the activity and existence of mankind, and 
has said we must give up our liberties to “save” the planet. 
This film challenges Green philosophies and explores issues 
such as carbon-dioxide emissions, climate change, and over- 
population. Blue casts a bold new vision: Through greater 
freedom we can realize a fuller potential for man and this 
beautiful blue planet we call home. (2014, DVD, 58min, HEATHER : 

1-4/$17.95ea; 5-9/$15.95ea; 10+/$14.95ea) DVDBLUE MAC BORALD 


Crying Wolf — DVD 

On a journey to find the truth behind the wolf rein- 
troduction to Yellowstone National Park, 20-year-old J.D. 
King uncovers political and environmental agendas con- 
cerning money, power, and government control. Affected 
are the rights, property, and livelihoods of thousands of 
Americans. (2011, DVD, 59min, 1-4/$14.95ea; 5-9/$12.95ea; 
10+/$11.95ea) DVDCW 
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The Enemies Within 

The Enemies Within profiles 14 senators and more than 
50 representatives and their ties to the Communist 
Party USA, Democratic Socialists of America, Workers 
World Party, Institute for Policy Studies, Council for 
a Livable World, and other radical anti-American 
organizations. (2016, Documentary DVD, 90min, 
1/$14.95ea; 2-5/$13.95ea; 6-10/$12.95ea; 11-24/$11.95ea; 
25+/$9.95ea) DVDTEW 
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The War on Cops 

The War on Cops expands on Mac Donald’s 
groundbreaking and controversial reporting 
on the Ferguson effect and rising anti-police 
sentiment. It deconstructs the central narra- 
tive of the Black Lives Matter movement: that 
racist cops are the greatest threat to young 
black males. (2016, hb, 240pp, 1-4/$23.95ea; 
5+/$21.95ea) BKWOC 


180 — DVD 


180 has been called “33 minutes of video 
adrenaline,’ “mind-blowing,” “an emotional 
rollercoaster,’ and “an experience.” The film 
carries a unique pro-life message, showcasing 
eight people who went from being pro-abor- 
tion to being pro-life. (1-4/$4.95ea; 5-9/$4.00ea; 


10-24/$3.00ea; 25+/$2.50ea) DVD180 


1984 


Orwell warns against a nightmarish world of 
the foreseeable future. He describes in hor- 
rifying detail a time when the state reigns 
supreme and the words “individualism” and 
“dignity” are nowhere to be found in the 
politically correct vocabulary of “Newspeak? 
Originally published in 1949. (1990ed, 328pp, 
pb, 1/$8.95ea; 2+/$6.95ea) BK1984 
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The United Nations and You 
Join with JBS to Get US Out! of the UN by creating sufficient understanding among 
voters, business owners, and other community leaders to persuade Congress to 
approve the American Sovereignty Restoration Act, which would “end member- 
ship of the United States in the United Nations.” (2013, four-color trifold pamphlet, 
1/$0.20; 100-499/$0.15ea; 500-999/$0.13ea; 1,000+/$0.10ea) PUNAY 


World Federalism 101 


World Federalism 101, by Rick Biondi and Alex Newman, explores the history of the 
World Federalist and Atlantic Union movements in the U.S. Congress and beyond, 
as well as exposing proponents of world government using their own words and 
deeds. (2014, pb, 212pp, 1-4/$16.95ea;_ 5-9/$14.95ea; 10+/$13.95ea) BKWF101 


America and the United Nations 

This analysis of the United Nations traces its history from its forerunner, the 
League of Nations, to the present, and compares the basic foundational docu- 
ments of the UN with those of the United States, with regard to the protection 
of human rights. (2013, 45pp, pb, 1/$2.95ea; 10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 
50-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$.95ea) BKLTAAUN 


Inside the United Nations 

The United Nations has been in existence for over 70 years, but its origins 
and objectives remain misunderstood by many Americans. This book is 
a brief, readable introduction to the United Nations and to the people 
who created and support it. (2013ed, 135pp, pb, 1-4/$9.95ea; 5-19/$8.95ea; 
20-59/$7.95ea; 60+/$6.95ea) BKIUN 
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CLIMATE 


What on Earth Is 


Happening to Our Temperature? 

by Ed Hiserodt & Rebecca Terrell — Some scientists say that 
Earth’s temps have remained flat for two decades, while others claim 
that we are setting records each year. Who's right? 


Coalitions For and Against C0, 

by Rebecca Terrell — Large numbers of scientists have petitioned 
President Trump, both to highly regulate CO, and to tout CO,’s 
benefits and downplay dangers. To whom will he listen? 


EDUCATION 


Useless College Majors 
by Robin Kinderman — Universities give us feminist, pro- 
communist, social-justice warriors with majors in social media. 


CULTURE 


Should Planned Parenthood 


Receive Taxpayer Funds? 
by Brian Farmer — Since Planned Parenthood is a small player in 
women’s care, shouldn’t its subsidies be cut? 


BOOK REVIEW 


Blacks and Cops 
by Steve Byas — Sheriff David Clarke gives the perspective of a 
black sheriff on race relations between blacks and police. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Committee on Public Information 
by Michael Telzrow — The Wilson administration used mass media 
to convince a reluctant country to fight WWI. 


THE LAST WORD 
More Wars Without End Under Trump? 
by William F Jasper 

American Principles 
Letters to the Editor The Goodness of America 
Inside Track Exercising the Right 
QuickQuotes Correction, Please! 
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To the Victor Go the Myths & Monuments: 

The History of the First 100 Years of the War Against God and the Constitution, 1776-1876, and Its Modern Impact 
By Arthur R. Thompson, CEO, The John Birch Society 

(2016ed, 492pp, pb, 1/$14.95ea; 2-14/$13.95ea; 15+/$12.95ea) BKTVGMMPB 


Transforming the Way We Look at American History 


Knowing American history is essential to understanding the American To the Victor Go the Myths & Monuments details a deliberate, organized 
system of government and the role citizens are to play. When that opposition working to subvert the American Republic. It's American 
education is undermined and replaced with the opposite of our history that all Americans need to learn so they can understand the 
Founders’ intent, the ramifications for protecting God-given liberty for proper role of government and their role in the American system. 
current and future generations are great. 


Based on 45-plus years of research, this groundbreaking book reveals history as you’ve never seen it before. 


Purchase copies for yourself and influentia nds and opinion molders in your community. 
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Make America 

“Weak” Again? 

According to the website of the invest- 
ment firm Blackstone, President Trump’s 
Strategic and Policy Forum members “will 
be called upon to meet with the President 
frequently to share their specific experi- 
ence and knowledge as the President im- 
plements his plan to bring back jobs and 
Make America Great Again.” What Black- 
stone failed to mention, however, is that 
the person named by the president to be 
the chairman of this forum is a member of 
a diabolical secret society, the activities of 
which, according to author Antony Sutton, 
“are directed towards changing our soci- 
ety, changing the world, to bring about a 
New World Order.” 

The name of the forum’s chairman is 
Stephen Allen Schwarzman, and the in- 
famous, super-secret club to which he 
belongs is called The Order of Skull & 
Bones. In his book America’s Secret Es- 
tablishment: An Introduction to the Order 
of Skull & Bones, Sutton writes that the 
“New World Order” that the Skull & Bones 
members are trying to bring about “will be 
a planned order with heavily restricted in- 
dividual freedom, without Constitutional 
protection, without national boundaries or 
cultural distinction.” What’s even more 
alarming is that Schwarzman, who joined 
The Order of Skull & Bones in 1969, is 
not the first member of that evil society 
to be selected by the president. The new 
U.S. secretary of the treasury is a member 
as well. 

It’s possible that the president has 
never even heard of Skull & Bones and 
is completely unaware of the treason in 
his midst, but it’s unlikely. It’s much 
more probable, in light of his numerous 
other eyebrow-raising nominations, that 
he knows exactly what he’s doing. As for- 
mer Secretary of Defense James Forrestal 
once said: “Consistency has never been a 
mark of stupidity.” 

JOHN J. TOBAK 
Bernardsville, New Jersey 


George Soros’ 
War on Trump 


Traitors within: In 42 B.C. Cicero exposed 
the dangers of the liberal establishment of 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


our day. He said: “A nation can survive 
its fools, and even the ambitious. But it 
cannot survive treason from within. An 
enemy at the gates is less formidable, 
for he is known and he carries his ban- 
ners openly. But the traitor moves among 
those within the gate freely, his sly whis- 
pers rustling through all the alleys, heard 
in the very halls of government itself. For 
the traitor appears not traitor, he speaks in 
the accents familiar to his victims, and he 
wears their face and their garments, and 
he appeals to the baseness that lies deep in 
the hearts of all men. He rots the soul of 
a nation, he works secretly and unknown 
in the night to undermine the pillars of a 
city, he infects the body politic so that it 
can no longer resist. A murderer is less to 
be feared.” 

I think the most powerful enemies with- 
in our nation are the international bankers. 
They control our monetary system, and 
they caused the financial crash of 1929. I 
think they will try to make Trump and his 
patriotic followers look bad in the eyes of 
the naive. 

BILLY GLENN 
Lubbock, Texas 


Who’s to Blame? 


This may seem harsh to some read- 
ers. However, shouldn’t the so-called 
Dreamers, those illegal immigrants 
brought here by their parents when very 
young, be blaming their parents for put- 
ting them in the untenable position of 
having to move back to their home coun- 
tries despite being unfamiliar with the 
culture and, often, the language? Why 
should they or their parents expect the 
United States to cave in to their plight? 
It was their parents who set them up to 
be in this position. We cannot take in the 
entire world. Our country is compassion- 
ate, but why should we be forced into this 
position where we all of a sudden are the 
bad guys because their parents broke the 
law? 
BILL HINESER, DPM 
Arvada, Colorado 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


INSIDE TRACK — 


Is Facebook Permitting isl ated and Child Porn on Its Platform? 
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While Facebook facilitates facial recognition and vacuums up 
user data by the exabyte, it draws the line at being asked to clamp 
down on child porn being passed around on its servers. 

In a shocking story putting the massive social network in a 
very seedy light, Gizmodo reported on March 7, “When BBC 
journalists discovered child porn on the network and sent those 
images to Facebook last week, the company reported the BBC to 
police in the UK for the distribution of illegal images.” 

Investigative reporters from the BBC have a long history of 
tracking down the perverts that seem to pervade the Internet. 
After discovering that there was a significant amount of such 
images floating around Facebook, the network notified execu- 


tives at the company, offering to sit down and show Facebook’s 
representatives the evidence of pedophilia collected by BBC re- 
porters, which Facebook requested. 

BBC sent the images to the company, and then, almost unbe- 
lievably, Facebook backed out of the scheduled sit-down and re- 
ported the BBC to the police! In explanation of its extraordinary 
actions, Facebook issued a statement explaining, “It is against 
the law for anyone to distribute images of child exploitation.” 

Facebook says it is sufficiently policing child pornography and 
pedophilia by providing a “Report Button” on the site whereby 
users can identify potential pedophiles and “nudity and other 
sexually suggestive content.” But BBC used the report button 
to alert the company to 100 images that appeared to break its 
guidelines. Only 18 were removed. 

Facebook’s rules also forbid convicted sex offenders from 
having accounts. But BBC found five convicted pedophiles with 
profiles, and reported them to Facebook via its own system. None 
of them were taken down. 

Why would Facebook and its executives and managers permit 
such perversion on its site, a site accessed by over one billion people 
every day? A better, more relevant question would be why conser- 
vatives, Christians, and others of strong moral character continue to 
patronize a company so reluctant to run perverts off its site. 


United Nations Pushes “HeForShe” Dolls for Boys 


The United Nations has joined forces with a new company 
to push dolls for boys so your child can get in touch with his 
“feminine side.” 

Wrote PR Newswire on March 6, “HeForShe, UN Women’s 
global solidarity movement for gender equality has teamed up 
with start-up company ... Boy Story to launch two special edi- 
tion action dolls named Billy and Mason. The action dolls chal- 
lenges [sic] current prejudice surrounding boys playing with 
dolls, and promotes the notion that both boys and girls should 
have the same opportunity to bond with a special playmate, and 


AP Images 


that all children, regardless of their gender, need to learn nurtur- 
ing, emotional intelligence, and empathy.” 

Created by Boy Story founders Kristen Johnson and Katie 
Jarvis, Mason is a “Caucasian/Hispanic doll,” while Billy is 
“African American.” The company espouses the principles 
“How we play can change the world” and “Harmful stereotypes 
start young.” 

Boy Story’s website states, “Girls should know that dolls are 
for everyone” and “Boys should know they can have dolls that 
look like them. They can learn to nurture, relate, and develop 
emotional intelligence.” At 18” tall, Mason and Billy represent 
children who can walk and talk. Wouldn’t nurturing be better 
encouraged if they were infants, requiring bottle feeding and 
diaper changes? 

Boy Story writes, “Kids know and love diversity. When it 
comes to differences, kids really don’t care much.” So children 
love “diversity,” which is defined by differences, but also don’t 
care about differences? 

Each Boy Story doll comes with an associated storybook, 
which likely doesn’t involve Mason hunting with his dad or Billy 
going out for the football team. Then again, you never know. 
Explaining why the dolls are made in China, the company states 
that it needed to make them “both unique and very durable to 
hold up to all the rumbling and tumbling that boys tend to do.” 
The special-edition version will cost you $102 — on sale. Note, 
it doesn’t appear the dolls are offered low-cost or no-cost in hard- 
ship cases so that poor boys won’t be denied feminization. 


eS ae 
Restaurants Add “Labor Surcharge” to Cover Minimum-wage Increases 


Instead of increasing their menu prices in response to increased 
minimum-wage levels, restaurant owners are burying their in- 
creased labor costs at the bottom of each tab, the Wall Street Jour- 
nal noted March 9. The increase, between three and four percent, 
only comes after the customer has completed his meal. The in- 
crease also increases the tip customers leave behind, as most cus- 
tomers leave a gratuity based on the check’s total. This is going to 
raise the average customer’s check, which has already increased by 
nearly 11 percent since 2012, close to five or six percent. 
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Some restaurant and fast-food store owners aren’t burying 
the increase but are instead calling attention to it so that cus- 
tomers know that they’re the ones actually bearing the brunt 
of the forced increase in the minimum wage. Sami Ladeki, the 
owner of six Sammy’s Woodfired Pizza & Grill restaurants 
in San Diego and eight others across California, used to call 
it a “California mandate,” but removed it after getting a call 
from the city attorney. Ladeki, who says he makes a profit 
of around one percent charging $12 to $14 a pizza, told the 
Journal: “This is not sustainable. People are not going to pay 
$15 or $20 for a pizza.” 

David Cohn owns 15 restaurants in San Diego and put in the 
surcharge, saying, “We want people to understand there is a cost. 
How do we stay in business with margins shrinking and competi- 
tion increasing?” 

The answer: automation. Late last year McDonald’s announced 
that every one of its 14,000 stores nationwide will be replacing 
cashiers with automated touch-screen kiosks, starting with its 
stores where high minimum-wage laws were already in place. 

The reality is that rising minimum wages increase unemploy- 
ment and poverty and make it even more difficult for small 
business owners to remain profitable. Those owners won’t be 
hiring new people, but instead will ask more from their existing 
employees. They will be asking their workers to extend their 
hours or take a cut in benefits, or else be faced with the need 
to terminate them. 


Dozens of Unvaccinated Students Banned From Class 


Dozens of schoolchildren were banned from attending class 
in Rochester, Minnesota, on March | for not proving they re- 
ceived government-mandated vaccines. The reported number of 
students removed from school began at around 80, declining to 
68 by the end of the day. The only alternative to the mandatory 
vaccines for schoolchildren is for their parents to jump through 
legal hoops to obtain an exemption. The controversial measure 
was largely effective in ensuring widespread compliance with 
the vaccine mandates, but critics are sounding the alarm about 
the threat to freedom and medical ethics. 

Among the myriad shots now being required by state offi- 
cials in Minnesota is one for chicken pox, which experts have 
questioned or even lambasted as counterproductive. Also re- 
quired is the measles vaccine, which, according to the federal 
government’s own data, is far more likely to kill American chil- 
dren than the disease it purports to protect against. Failure to 
receive even one of the more than one dozen mandatory shots 
resulted in the children being removed from class, according 
to press reports. Like most state governments across America, 
Minnesota authorities take their cues on vaccines from federal 
“recommendations” developed by the U.S. Centers for Disease 
Control (CDC). 

For parents concerned about increasingly disastrous “edu- 
cation” and moral instruction in schools, along with the gov- 
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ernment’s usurpation of power over their children’s health- 
care decisions, there is a growing range of options, including 
homeschooling. As Big Pharma and the politicians doing its 
bidding step up their attacks on parental rights and informed 
consent, the backlash is certain to grow, and that means more 
options will likely be forthcoming for concerned parents. Still, 
doctors and health experts urge parents to be well informed on 
risks and benefits before making important medical decisions 
for their children. 
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EXTENDED INSIDE TRACK 


Good News From CIA Leak: Encryption Works! 


ith WikiLeaks’ re- \ 
\ \ cent disclosure of the \ 
CIA’s secret hacking 


program, many are left won- 
dering how deep the rabbit 
hole goes. How secure are the 
devices and softwares that peo- 
ple all over the world use and 
depend on every day? While 
the mainstream media have re- 
ported on this as if either there 
is nothing to it or it’s the end 
of both privacy and encryption, 
the truth is that encryption can 
still be used effectively to pro- 
tect privacy. 

As THE NEW AMERICAN has 
reported online in several ar- 
ticles, the tools (read: cyber 
weapons) developed by the CIA 
are scarily invasive. Any hacker 
who is worth his weight in sili- 
con — and who also has access 
to these tools — has the ability to remotely access and control 
devices such as computers, mobile devices, and SmartTVs, to 
watch and listen to targets, as well as the theoretical (if not 
actual) ability to hack and control cars and trucks to disable 
or override steering, brakes, acceleration, and airbag controls. 
And thanks to the haphazard way the cyber-weapon files and 
documents were circulated within the CIA and its contractor 
companies, that could be a lot of hackers. 

And despite the pooh-poohing by the intelligence community 
and many in the mainstream media, recent statements by the 
CIA and White House, coupled with the FBI’s investigation 
into the source of the leaked CIA documents, serve as admis- 
sions that the disclosures are genuine. So regarding both the 
existence of the cyber weapons and the fact that the CIA lost 
control of them, it is really as bad as it looks. But that is also 
very good news. 

Buried in the CIA documents (and WikiLeaks’ analysis of 
those documents) is the fact that there has been a shift in the 
way the surveillance state gathers information. In the wake of 
the Snowden revelations about mass surveillance almost four 
years ago, many — this writer included — began to implement 
ways to protect themselves against mass surveillance. The most 
effective tool for that is encryption. By encrypting data at rest 
(files and folders stored on a device), the owners of that data 
can be assured that it can only be accessed by someone with 
the encryption key or password. By encrypting data in motion 
(communications), the parties to those communications have 
the same assurances. 

Reports of recent revelations about the CIA hacking program 
focus on the fact that the vulnerabilities exploited by the CIA- 
developed cyber weapons allow the hackers to compromise the 
underlying operating systems (such as iOS, Android, Windows, 
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MacOS, Linux, Solaris, and others) to capture the data before 
it is encrypted. 

So, how is that good news? Put simply: It means that encryp- 
tion works! 

The surveillance state has had to change its game, going back 
to targeting individual devices rather than casting a broad surveil- 
lance net and spying on everyone. 

The take-away? Encryption works. At least for those willing 
to take the time and effort to make sure their endpoint devices 
(computers, mobile devices, routers, etc) are running up-to-date, 
reliable, trustworthy operating systems and software (which al- 
most certainly excludes Microsoft Windows). 

The answer to the question “How can people protect them- 
selves from surveillance?” has not changed. Replace Windows 
with either Mac or (even better) Linux. Use open-source software 
and avoid proprietary software as much as you can. Encrypt ev- 
erything you can, including your hard drive. Encrypt all com- 
munications, and encourage others to do the same. It’s simple to 
do with applications such as ProtonMail and Signal. Keep your 
operating system and other software up to date. Don’t store any- 
thing to an online backup service without first encrypting it. And 
— most importantly — think about privacy and security. Make 
it a guiding principle in the way you use computers. Any chain 
is only as strong as its weakest link. As for making a SmartTV 
secure, the best bet is to get rid of it. Period. The software is pro- 
prietary and the thing is designed as a spy tool. 

Encryption has changed the game for the surveillance hawks. 
Now, instead of being able to conduct mass surveillance on scale, 
they are forced to compromise select and specific endpoint de- 
vices. If you are the specific target of a three-letter-agency, there 
is little you can do to avoid being spied on. For the rest of us, 
things are actually looking better. Ml 
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Is the New Secretary of the Interior a Climate-change Believer? 
“Climate is changing; man is an influence. I think where there’s debate on 
it is what that influence is and what can we do about it.” 

Sworn in as the nation’s newest secretary of the interior, Ryan Zinke /eft 
his post as Montana ’s only congressman. He has openly disputed Presi- 
dent Trump 8 claim that climate change is a hoax. 


There’s No Moral Case for 

Ignoring Illegal Entry Into the United States 

“While reasonableness and good judgment are essential components of 
enforcement, no one who enters any country illegally should presume 
that the passage of time vitiates compliance with or enforcement of im- 
migration laws.” 


AP Images 


In his letter to the editor published by the New York Times, lawyer Eliot Tannenbaum admitted that 
he is “no fan of Trump.” But he obviously is also no fan of ignoring the nations laws against illegally 
entering our country. 


IRS Having Money Problems 

“This is an agency that has every last drop squeezed out of it. I don’t know 
how it’s going to sustain itself.” 

Many taxpayers will likely refrain from weeping over the IRS shortfall. 
The agency's advisory council member, Professor Dennis Ventry, who 
teaches law at the University of California, Davis, is very concerned. The 
White House budget for the next fiscal year calls for a 14-percent cut in 
the agency s budget. 


French Center-Right Candidate Fights Corruption Charges 

“T didn’t embezzle any money. I employed — like almost a third of the 
members of Parliament — family members because I knew I could count 
on their loyalty and competence. They helped me, and I will prove it.” 

Knowing with certainty that he faces charges of embezzlement for paying his wife and children hand- 
some sums for no work, Francois Fillon intends to continue his candidacy for France's presidency. The 
first round of voting will be held on April 23. After those votes are counted, the top two candidates will 
face voters again in a winner-take-all contest on May 7. Polls have Fillon currently running in third 
place in a tight race. 


Iconic New York City Hotel Closed for Two-year Makeover 

“[’m very sad. I think this is an American institution and I think it should stay American.” 

Now owned by a Chinese company, the venerable Waldorf-Astoria hotel will renovate all of its 1,400 
rooms and convert some to condominiums. A regular visitor to the hotel, Rebecca Ward of Orlando, 
expressed sorrow but insisted that she will return as soon the hotel reopens. 


Coalition of “Progressives” Worried About Gorsuch 
“Democrats have failed to demonstrate a strong, unified resistance to this nominee despite the fact that 
he is an ultraconservative jurist who will undermine our basic freedoms and threaten the independence 
of the federal judiciary. This is a do-or-die nomination.” 

A group of 11 “progressive groups” organized by NARAL Pro-Choice 
America sent a letter to Senate Democrats strongly opposing the nomina- 
tion of Judge Neil Gorsuch. 


Replacing ObamaCare a Daunting Task 
“T have to tell you, it’s an unbelievably complex subject. Nobody knew 
that health care could be so complex.” 


At a meeting with the nation’s governors, President Donald Trump ad- @g h 
mitted that he was very surprised by the complexities of constructinga Fl >», g 
healthcare program. @ Donald a g 
‘4 = 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. McManus é a. 
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WHAT ON EARTH 


IS AGPpening To Cur lemperature’ 


In the great climate debate, some scientists say that Earth’s temps have remained flat for 
two decades, while others claim that we are setting records each year. Who's right? 
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by Ed Hiserodt and Rebecca Terrell 


s 2016 the hottest year on record? 
I It’s a hard question to answer, espe- 

cially with the latest nail in the Cli- 
mategate coffin. Retired National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) 
climate scientist-turned-whistleblower 
Dr. John Bates dropped a bombshell on 
February 5, revealing to the U.K.’s Mail 
on Sunday that a groundbreaking NOAA 
study grossly exaggerated global warming 
and erroneously influenced the 2015 Paris 
Agreement on climate change. The Mail 
quoted Bates accusing the agency of hav- 
ing timed publication of its flawed report 
in order to make “the maximum possible 
impact on world leaders including Barack 
Obama and David Cameron.” NOAA’s 
research supposedly contradicted claims 
of a pause in global warming since 1998, 
hence the name “Pausebuster Paper.” But 
Bates’ evidence shows that the agency 
knowingly overstated the speed of warm- 
ing and falsely reported inaccurate high 
temperatures. Bates says his NOAA supe- 
riors ignored his vehement objections to 
publication of the faulty data. 

Bates, a 40-year career meteorolo- 
gist and climate scientist, explained that 
NOAA had replaced the readings gleaned 
from highly accurate Argo ocean buoys 
with temperature measurements from 
ships. The latter are notoriously inaccu- 
rate and undependable due to variability 
in measurement depth and because of heat 
from ships’ propulsion systems. “They 
had good data from buoys. And they threw 
it out and ‘corrected it’ with bad data from 
ships,” complained Bates. “You never 
change good data to agree with bad, but 
that’s what they did — so as to make it 
look as if the sea was warmer.” 

A second manipulated dataset was 
based on NOAA’s land records (the Glob- 
al Historical Climatology Network, or 
GHCN), with records from about 4,000 
weather stations. Bates told the Mail on 
Sunday that NOAA reported past temper- 
atures as cooler than previously thought, 
and recent ones higher, so the warming 
trend looked steeper. 

Additionally, the agency violated its 
own rules when it failed to archive its data 
for independent review and verification 
by other researchers and scientific bodies. 
Instead, NOAA’s climate boss, Thomas 
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Retired National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
(NOAA) climate scientist-turned-whistleblower Dr. John Bates 
dropped a bombshell on February 5, revealing to the U.K.’'s 
Mail on Sunday that a groundbreaking NOAA study grossly 


exaggerated global warming. 


Karl, thrust the unverified “Pausebuster 
Paper” upon an unsuspecting public. Karl 
had a pipeline to the Obama White House 
through his association with fellow alarm- 
ist John Holdren, Obama’s chief science 
advisor. Touted as the death of global- 
warming skepticism, “Pausebuster” was 
greeted with glee by the Paris delegates 
who wanted the warming hiatus to disap- 
pear. The U.S. House Science Committee, 
however, was suspicious of the paper and 
issued subpoenas for internal e-mails re- 
lated to it. Then suddenly, the computer 
used to store “Pausebuster” suffered a 
“complete failure,” meaning, says Bates, 
that no one will ever be able to replicate 
or verify the data. 


Global-warming alarmism was central 
to Obama’s administration, packed as it 
was with advisors dedicated to the party 
line. We may be so fortunate under the 
Trump presidency to see the victory of 
science over government propaganda. But 
how does real science answer the ques- 
tion: What on Earth is happening to our 
temperature? 


Where Do You Stick the Thermometer? 
For years, many climate scientists have as- 
sured us that there has been a “pause” in 
global warming — Earth has not heated up 
since 1998. At the same time, mainstream 
media have touted a “scientific consen- 
sus” that the pause is total fiction, global 
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Well-funded protest: Demonstrators funded by several UN nongovernmental organizations 
gather at the Eiffel Tower during the 2015 Paris Climate Conference. 
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If mainstream outlets had any scientific honor, their article 
titles would have sounded something more like: “Even in the 
Face of an Unusually Strong El Ninfo, the Global Temperature 
Has Not Statistically Changed in the Last Three Years.” 


warming is repeatedly causing record high 
temperatures, and mankind is scorching 
Mother Earth with its insatiable consump- 
tion of fossil fuels. 

Why the contradiction, and whom do 
you believe? Are the so-called climate- 
change deniers merely lunatics, blind to 
reality, or worse — are they liars in the 
pocket of Big Oil? On the other hand, 
are climate alarmists using global warm- 
ing as an excuse to curb access to energy 
and promote a long-term environmentalist 
goal of population control? How can one 
camp claim a warming pause so conclu- 
sively, while the other side decisively as- 
serts exactly the opposite? 

The answer lies in Bates’ revelation — 
simply, it depends on where you stick the 
thermometer. NOAA has been poking it 
haphazardly into the oceans and into the 
air at the surface of the Earth and, accord- 


ing to Bates, cherry-picking the results. 
Its prejudiced outcomes fuel the climate- 
alarmist cartel. (NOAA maintains one 
of three major datasets of global surface 
temperature. The other two belong to the 
U.S. National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration [NASA] and the University 
of East Anglia’s Climatic Research Unit 
[CRU] in Great Britain. The three agen- 
cies agree that man-made climate change 
is a dangerous reality.) 

Climate realists set their sights slightly 
higher — namely, on the troposphere, 
which is the lowest layer of Earth’s atmo- 
sphere and varies in depth from 12 miles 
over the tropics to four miles over polar 
regions. The troposphere is where weather 
happens. Researchers measure air temper- 
ature in it by means of satellites that circle 
the planet over its poles, sensing by means 
of microwave instruments how much heat 


Oh, buoy! NOAA altered accurate 

sea temperature data from weather 
buoys to agree with shipboard 
measurements, giving the appearance 
of a steep warming trend. 


U.S. Navy 


is given off from oxygen molecules. There 
are two organizations dedicated to collect- 
ing and analyzing satellite data: the Uni- 
versity of Alabama in Huntsville (UAH) 
and Remote Sensing Systems (RSS), a pri- 
vate company based in California. Interest- 
ingly, competition has arisen, not between 
the organizations themselves, but between 
climate-change skeptics who trumpet the 
merits of the UAH dataset and the alarmist 
clique that looks to RSS since it works in 
close collaboration with NASA. Despite 
the perceived rivalry, both UAH and RSS 
predict a decrease in global temperature 
over the next 100 years, based on current 
trends. We will investigate this point fur- 
ther, but first, let’s look a little deeper into 
the surface and ocean temperature data. 


Manipulating the Data 

A January 2017 joint announcement made 
by NASA, NOAA, and CRU claimed that 
the Earth experienced “record breaking 
temperatures for three years in a row” 
— 2014, 2015, and 2016. Mainstream 
media shrieked doomsday headlines such 
as “2016 Blows Away Temp Records” 
and “Climate Trends Continue to Break 
Records.” These “official” temperature 
readings came from some 3,000 weather 
stations and also include measurements of 
sea-surface temperatures. But have you 
noticed that they don’t bother troubling 
you with actual numbers? 

Here they are: 2015 was 0.02°C warmer 
than 2014. Then 2016 was 0.01°C warm- 
er than 2015. It stretches mental limits to 
imagine how these agencies actually de- 
termine the average global temperature to 
the nearest 0.01°C, particularly when an 
amazing 0.10°C margin of error accom- 
panies these “record breaking tempera- 
tures”! As Federalist writer Robert Tra- 
cinski aptly put it: “That’s like saying the 
ball is on the 10 yard line — give or take 
a hundred yards.” But even if accurate, do 
these very slight differences truly show 
a warming trend? If mainstream outlets 
had any scientific honor, their article ti- 
tles would have sounded something more 
like: “Even in the Face of an Unusually 
Strong El Nifio, the Global Temperature 
Has Not Statistically Changed in the Last 
Three Years.” 

Moreover, there are problems that se- 
verely limit temperature-recording ac- 
curacy. One is a shift in weather-record- 
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Figure 1: Raw temperature data has been adjusted to decrease historical 
values and increase more recent measurements. 
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Figure 2: This graph illustrates the results of NOAA’s temperature adjust- 
ments, giving the impression that global warming is spiking out of control. 
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Figure 3: NOAA’s arbitrary temperature adjustments result in a close 
correlation with CO» concentration. Coincidence, or contrivance? 
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ing stations from colder to warmer climates, another relates 
to how NASA, NOAA, and CRU treat “missing” data, and 
a third stems from improperly sited stations. Quoting a 2010 
Science and Public Policy Institute report, Surface Tempera- 
ture Records: Policy Driven Deception? by Joseph D’Aleo 
and Anthony Watts, William F. Jasper reported for THE NEw 
AMERICAN last year: 


Globally, the number of surface temperature stations 
dropped from 6,000 to just over 1,000. “The Russian sta- 
tion count dropped from 476 to 121 so over 40% of Russian 
territory was not included in global temperature calcula- 
tions,” note D’Aleo and Watts. “In Canada, the number 
of stations dropped from 600 to less than 50.” Less than 
50 for all of Canada! At the same time, more mid-latitude 
and lower-elevation stations were added, along with more 
populated centers, adding more urban heat island (UHI) ef- 
fect. D’Aleo and Watts point out: “Forty percent of GHCN 
v2 stations have at least one missing month. This is con- 
centrated in the winter months.” No problem; the NOAA/ 
NASA/GHCN folks simply “infill” with “adjusted” data, 
always biasing in the warming direction, of course. 


Meanwhile, southern climes have seen the addition of tem- 
perature recording sites, such as the 2008 creation of NOAA’s 
technically advanced 114-station U.S. Climate Reference Net- 
work. A mere five years later, NOAA announced closure of 
nearly 600 weather stations in its U.S. Historical Climatology 
Network (USHCN) after research by retired meteorologist An- 
thony Watts revealed that nearly 90 percent of U.S. stations 
“fail to meet the National Weather Service’s own siting require- 
ments that stations must be 30 meters or more away from an 
artificial heating or radiating/reflecting heat source.” Watts 
scoffed at the closure announcement, calling it “too little, too 
late” and asking Fox News, “The question remains as to why 
they continue to use a polluted mix of well-sited and poorly- 
sited stations.” 

The situation has hardly improved since. A recent provoca- 
tive article in the Deplorable Climate Science Blog entitled 
“100% of US Warming is Due to NOAA Data Tampering” 
contends that NOAA has been further manipulating USHCN 
records. Figure | compares raw data in blue to what is publicly 
reported in red. 

NOAA and CRU often adjust their temperature records 
for such changes as moving a weather-reporting station. In- 
terestingly, the adjustments of historical temperatures tend to 
be down, while the more recent move up. Such manipulation 
results in a trend that suggests a significant temperature rise 
over the period. Note in Figure 2 that in 1900 the adjustment 
downward is greater than minus 1°F, while the most recent one 
is a little less than plus 0.5°F. Together this is a change very 
nearly the 1.5°F rise that NOAA gives for the period. 

Interestingly, the slope of the temperature adjustment hap- 
pens to be the same as that of the increase in CO, over the 
same time period. The graph in Figure 3 suggests that NOAA 
cherry-picked precisely for this purpose: to give the impres- 
sion of a direct correlation between increasing atmospheric 


13 


carbon dioxide and temperature. If the 
impression given reflects reality, the 
phenomenon is unprecedented in Earth’s 
history. Paleoclimatologists, scientists 
who study Earth’s climate history by 
evidence found in ice cores, have consis- 
tently found precisely the opposite corre- 
lation: Changes in CO, follow changes in 
temperature, rather than preceding them. 
For example, most of the increase in tem- 
perature over the last century occurred 
before most of the increase in CO . (The 
journal Nature first reported this in 1999, 
and science writer Joanne Nova contin- 
ues to post Vostok Ice Core data updates 
on her blog at joannenova.com.au.) 


All Washed Up 

Like its fudged surface temperature data, 
NOAA’s ocean records are also doctored, 
and Bates’ whistleblowing is actually old 
news. In 2015, when the agency published 
its “Pausebuster Paper,” NOAA research 
team leader Thomas Karl admitted adjust- 
ing ocean buoy data to agree with warmer 
temperature readings gleaned from ships. 
Fox News reported at the time: 


Karl says ... that even if the world’s 
oceans are warming, the unadjusted 
data may show it not to be warming 
because more and more buoys are 
being used instead of ships. So Karl’s 
team adjusted the buoy data to make 
them line up with the ship data. They 
also double-checked their work by 
making sure that the readjusted buoy 
readings matched ships’ recordings 
of nighttime air temperatures. 


Red flags shot up throughout the sci- 
entific community as discrepancies im- 
mediately emerged. Judith Curry, since- 
retired Georgia Tech climate-science 
professor, told Fox News that NOAA’s 
results disagreed not only with the raw 
data from ocean buoys — which did not 
show significant warming — but also 
“with a UK dataset, which is generally 
regarded as the gold standard for global 
sea surface temperature datasets ... and 
satellite analyses.” 


Satellite Data 

The “satellite analyses” Curry noted are 
the same analyses mentioned earlier, per- 
formed by UAH and RSS. Doctors Roy 
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Figure 5: While the University of Alabama in Huntsville (UAH) and Remote Sensing Systems (RSS) 
are completely independent, their analyses of satellite data are nearly identical, as shown here. 


Spencer and John Christy have directed 
the UAH program since its 1978 inception. 
Speaking of the “Pausebuster Paper,” Spen- 
cer told Fox News, “We believe the satellite 
measurements since 1979 provide a more 
robust measure of global temperatures, and 
both satellite research groups see virtu- 
ally the same pause in global temperatures 
for the last 18 years.” Spencer criticized 
NOAA, calling its 2015 study “one more 
example that you can get any answer you 
want when the thermometer data errors are 
larger than the global warming signal you 


are looking for.” On the other hand, UAH 
boasts a track record of preserving its find- 
ings from political bias. 

Figure 4 is the January 2017 update of 
global temperatures from Spencer’s popu- 
lar website, www.drroyspencer.com. Two 
peaks stand out on the record: one in 1998 
and the waning 2015 El Nino Pacific distur- 
bances. The January 2017 plot of +0.30°C 
means the global temperature average 
exceeds the baseline average for 1980 to 
2005 by about a third of a degree Celsius, 
or about one-half degree Fahrenheit. 
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Despite its close relationship with 
NASA, the RSS agrees closely with UAH. 
Consider Figure 5, which plots both orga- 
nizations’ datasets. 

Both UAH and RSS show a trend line 
for a decrease in temperature since 1995 
— UAH at -0.024°C per decade, and RSS 
at -0.032°C per decade. If we extend these 
to 100 years, UAH predicts a decrease in 
temperature of 1.2°C, while RSS projects a 
1.6°C decrease. Not quite in keeping with 
the climate models that predict a four- or 
five-degree rise in temperature. 


Who Needs Data? 
Yet this talk of data is superfluous. Not 
until 1880 had most major cities begun 
to monitor and record daily temperature 
using thermometers. Luckily, we don’t 
need them. To determine whether current 
weather patterns evince dan- 
gerous trends toward frying or 


Not until 1880 had most major cities begun to monitor and 
record daily temperature using thermometers. Luckily, we 
don't need them. To determine whether current weather 
patterns evince dangerous trends toward frying or freezing, 
we can simply look at historical records. 


about earlier times. In 1780, New York 
Harbor froze over, allowing people to 
walk from Manhattan Island to Staten 
Island. Military reports from the Revo- 
lutionary and Civil Wars record rivers 
freezing over, ones that never freeze 
over today. 

The Little Ice Age years (1300-1850 
A.D.) of unrelenting cold temperatures 
forced Norsemen to flee their homes in 


Greenland after 450 years of the Medieval 
Warm Period (950-1250 A.D.). In 1814, an 
elephant paraded across the ice in one of 
many “Frost Fairs” on London’s Thames 
River. No one could have repeated that act 
in the past 200 years. 

Yet before the Little Ice Age, the ar- 
chaeological record also proves, the av- 
erage global temperatures were much 
warmer. Remains of forgotten forests and 
human artifacts are peeking 
out from under receding gla- 
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higher than it does today, the 
“timber line had climbed sub- 
stantially,” and “temperatures 
in the Swiss Alps were up to 
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108 Manipulating 

108 the Public Mind 
..| 114 Why is such historical evi- 
sat | dence of Earth’s natural, 
--| 105 cyclical weather patterns ig- 
--( nored? It is inconvenient truth 
- 4 for the alarmist political Left. 


They allege that carbon diox- 


very wet in other places. 


History gives further clues 
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Real weather history: This newspaper clipping from June 1936 
reports temperatures greater than 100°F for every state. (The 
Weather Bureau considered “New England” as one state.) 


ide from the burning of fossil 
fuels is causing catastrophic 
global warming. Their irratio- 
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nal mantra to avoid debate of the subject 
is: “The Science Is Settled.” 

Leftists intend to parlay their created 
fear of global warming into legislation 
to limit consumption of life-giving en- 
ergy. They typically call for a reduction 
of fossil fuels by 80 percent of the 2000 
usage by 2030. For perspective, imagine 
having one-fifth of the gasoline, one-fifth 
of heating and air conditioning, one-fifth 
of energy to run schools, hospitals, and 
factories. Yet leftists expect these major 
deprivations to lower the temperature only 
a fraction of a degree by 2100. 

NASA, NOAA, and CRU have a 
marked history of masking their politi- 
cal agenda under the guise of climate 
science. NASA’s former administrator 
James Hansen, professional alarmist 
since the early 1970s when he was trum- 
peting an approaching ice age, has been 
arrested numerous times since his retire- 
ment in 2013 for trespassing and other 
misdemeanors while inciting rioters at 
global-warming protests. Should we be- 
lieve his 2015 warning that sea-level rise 
in the next 50 years will bring the “eco- 
nomic and social cost of losing function- 
ally all coastal cities”? (In case you are 
concerned, remember that melting of the 
North Polar ice cap would cause no sea 
level rise, as it floats in the Arctic Ocean, 
just as melting of ice cubes in a glass of 
water does not cause the water to over- 
flow the glass. The South Pole has an 
average temperature of -57°F and is not 
expected to melt anytime soon no matter 
how much hot air Hansen produces.) 

Another climate alarmist holding great 
political sway is CRU Administrator Phil 
Jones. He was one of many infamous cli- 
matologists involved in the 2009 Climate- 
gate scandal. When hackers broadcast 
hundreds of incriminating e-mails, they 
revealed that these scientists deliberately 
deleted evidence of data fraud prior to an 
expected Freedom of Information request 
from the U.K. government. 

Yet these are the people convincing us 
of a supposed apocalyptic danger from 
CO, emissions. Government is quick to 
cooperate, with huge amounts of money 
for grants and awards to academics who 
faithfully report the global-warming party 
line. Base your proposed study on that, 
and you’ve got the grant. 

It didn’t take long for colleges to jump 
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Rewards for rabble-rousing: Former NASA Goddard Institute head James Hansen arrives on his 
“green machine” to receive the 2012 Edinburgh Medal as agent provocateur for climate change. 


on the wagon. Fifty years ago, universi- 
ties had no Environmental Science de- 
partment, or even a degree at the bachelor 
level. The word “ecology” was unknown 
to most people. Today gradschool.com 
shows 130 U.S. colleges and universi- 
ties with masters and/or Ph.D. programs 
in environmental, ecological, or sustain- 
ability studies. 

Richard Lindzen, former Alfred P. Sloan 
Professor of Meteorology at MIT and a 
National Academy of Sciences member, 
has seen the whole scam unfold. “Remem- 
ber this was a tiny field, a backwater, and 
then suddenly you increased the funding to 
billions and everyone got into it,” Lindzen 
told James Varney of RealClearInvestiga- 
tions.com. “Even in 1990 no one at MIT 
called themselves a ‘climate scientist,’ and 
then all of a sudden everyone was. They 
only entered it because of the bucks; they 
realized it was a gravy train. You have to 
get back to the people who only care about 
the science.” 

So, was 2016 the hottest year on re- 
cord? Highly unlike- 
ly. Even if the tem- 
perature record were 
entirely accurate, 
with the “differenc- 
es” being less than 
the margin of error, 
the trend is flat. But 
actual proof has been 
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destroyed by criminal conspirators with 
a monetary and career bias toward con- 
vincing us that our activities are bringing 
on a climate apocalypse that can only be 
avoided by impoverishing ourselves and 
giving power to a wise and benevolent 
government. Moreover, proof isn’t at- 
tainable because the weather-monitoring 
stations have been closed, moved, or 
flawed. The rising amount of CO, in the 
atmosphere does not appear to have any 
significant effect on the climate accord- 
ing to the most accurate measurements: 
Argo buoys and satellite data. Unfortu- 
nately, the keepers of official climate data 
are partisans with a financial interest in 
showing a trend toward catastrophic 
global warming. Their duplicity is pro- 
pagandized as gospel truth by leftists in 
academia and the mainstream media. We 
suggest keeping a cool head, and worry- 
ing less about Mother Nature and more 
about those interested in expanding gov- 
ernment control over our businesses, our 
culture, and our lives. 
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Accord DeParis c'est fail! 


Promises, promises: 
The Arc de Triomphe 
illuminated with “The 
Paris Agreement, a 
done deal!” in 2015 
when Obama pledged 
to cut U:S. emissions 

_ between 26 and 28 

* percent, compared with 
© 2005 levels, by 2025. 


Large numbers of scientists have petitioned President Trump, both to highly regulate 
CO, and to tout CO's benefits and downplay dangers. To whom will he listen? 


by Rebecca Terrell 


undreds of climate scientists 
Hees the globe are petition- 

ing President Donald Trump to 
withdraw from a United Nations environ- 
mental treaty ratified in 1992 by Presi- 
dent George H.W. Bush. Their message, 
dubbed “The CO, Coalition Petition” and 
delivered February 23, is succinct: 


We urge the United States govern- 
ment, and others, to withdraw from 
the United Nations Framework Con- 
vention on Climate Change (UN- 
FCCC). We support reasonable and 
cost-effective environmental protec- 
tion. But carbon dioxide, the target 
of the UNFCCC, is not a pollutant 
but a major benefit to agriculture 
and other life on Earth. Observations 
since the UNFCCC was written 25 
years ago show that warming from 
increased atmospheric CO), will be 
benign — much less than initial 
model predictions. 


More than 300 eminent scientists signed 
the missive, amid major media rumors 
that President Trump is hedging on his 
campaign promise to pull out of the Paris 
Agreement. Acting without congressio- 
nal approval, President Obama signed on 
to that UN agreement, promising to dras- 
tically cut greenhouse-gas emissions. 
The Paris Agreement on climate change 
went into effect last November and is, 
according to the UN website, a legally 
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binding global climate deal falling under 
the auspices of the UNFCCC. 

Climate alarmists are reeling over 
Trump’s intentions for the Paris Agreement, 
but cooler-headed scientists urge him to go 
a step further. They’re asking for complete 
withdrawal from the UNFCCC, which one 
petition signer criticizes as “an outdated 
international agreement that targets minor 
greenhouse gases, primarily carbon diox- 
ide (CO,) for harsh regulation.” So states 
Dr. Richard Lindzen, professor emeritus of 
atmospheric sciences at MIT. “Carbon di- 
oxide is not a pollutant,” he explained in a 
cover letter accompanying the petition. 

Lindzen went on to defend CO, as a vital 
atmospheric asset. “There is clear evidence 
that increased atmospheric carbon dioxide 
is environmentally helpful to food crops 
and other plants that nourish all life,” he 
wrote. “It is plant food, not poison.” 


CO, and Climate 

Does CO, control climate? In 2009, the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) announced that six greenhouse 
gases (GHGs) — mainly carbon dioxide 
— threaten public health and the environ- 
ment. Touting the importance of regulat- 
ing such supposed hazards, then-EPA ad- 
ministrator Lisa Jackson called it “carbon 
dioxide pollution” in one carbon-dioxide- 
exhaling breath. 

Yet when you look at the makeup of 
Earth’s atmosphere, Jackson’s claim is a 
gas. According to the nonprofit think tank, 
National Center for Policy Analysis, man- 
made CO, amounts to 3.5 percent of all 


the carbon dioxide in the atmosphere. That 
means 96.5 percent comes from natural 
sources such as decomposition, respira- 
tion, and ocean release. Added together, 
all that CO, equates to less than 0.04 per- 
cent of the atmosphere. So even if you 
were to double the human contribution 
to 7 percent of 0.04 percent, the change 
would be statistically insignificant. 

In fact, there is another gas that makes up 
95 percent of all GHGs, dwarfing CO, as 
an atmospheric player. Why didn’t the EPA 
classify it as a pollutant? Because it’s hard 
to slap a label like that on water vapor. 

“Climate is the most complex, coupled, 
non-linear, chaotic system known to man,” 
explained Philip Stott, professor emeri- 
tus of biogeography at the University of 
London. Arguing for the proposition that 
“Major Reductions in Carbon Emissions 
Are Not Worth the Money,” Stott said, “Of 
course there are human influences in [cli- 
mate]; nobody denies that. But what out- 
come will they get by fiddling with one 
variable at the margins? I’m sorry. It’s 
scientific nonsense!” 

The EPA ruled otherwise, saying that 
“the root cause of global warming is 
greenhouse gas concentrations in the at- 
mosphere” and claiming it had evaluated 
“the entire body of scientific literature” 
to make its decision. Oh no it didn’t. It 
missed several decades’ worth of research 
indicating that the ability of CO, to trap 
heat close to Earth’s surface declines loga- 
rithmically as atmospheric concentrations 
increase, similar to the economic Law 
of Diminishing Returns. This is summa- 
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Atmospheric Gas Quantity by Volume 


20.9476% 


78.084% 


0.934% 


rogen, Methane 
ote Noble Gases 
Methane 0.002% 
Neon 0.001818% 
Helium 0,000524% 
Krypton 0,000114% 
Hydrogen 0.00005% 
Xenon 0.0000087% 


The air we breathe: Carbon dioxide accounts for only 0.04 percent of Earth’s dry gases, mostly from 
natural — not man-made — sources. Water vapor, a greenhouse gas, is up to five percent of the 
atmosphere, yet its amount is controlled by Earth’s temperature — it doesn’t control the temperature. 


rized by geologist and New York Times 
best-selling author H. Leighton Steward, 
on his blog PlantsNeedCO2.org. Stew- 
ard explains that “at low concentrations, 
CO, does exert a significant warming of 
the lower atmosphere. But as the absorp- 
tion bands in which CO, captures this ris- 
ing heat begin to get saturated, CO, can 
capture less and less heat with each ad- 
ditional unit of CO .” In fact, historic data 
reveals much higher-than-current levels of 
atmospheric CO, during both ice ages and 
warm periods, leading Steward to point 
out, “These real world observations lead 
us to believe that Earth is not very sensi- 
tive to CO, and that many other factors 
have a stronger influence on the climate.” 

But can we (or the EPA) know for sure? 
“There is no definitive proof, through real- 
world observation, that carbon dioxide is 
responsible for any of the slight warming 
of the global climate that has occurred dur- 
ing the past 300 years,” stated Greenpeace 
co-founder Dr. Patrick Moore at the 2015 
Annual Global Warming Policy Foundation 
Lecture in London. Moore also signed the 
CO) Coalition Petition and is a huge fan of 
CO). “We are witnessing the greening of 
the earth as higher levels of CO, ... pro- 
mote increased growth of plants around 
the world,” Moore pointed out. “And what 
could be wrong with that, as forests and ag- 
ricultural crops become more productive?” 
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The Politics of Climate Change 
However, Moore and his co-signers may 
be disappointed in the results of their 
CO,-championing petition. Unlike the 
Paris Agreement, the UNFCCC is a U.S. 
Senate-approved treaty. Since Obama 
shook hands at the Paris talks without 
congressional approval, Trump can rela- 
tively easily cancel U.S. involvement in 
the Paris Agreement. To be specific, it 
“prohibits any exit for a period of three 
years, plus a year-long notice period,” ac- 
cording to the French environment min- 
ister, Segolene Royal, when questioned 
about Trump’s intentions by Agence 
France-Presse. 

Withdrawing from the UNFCCC could 
be more difficult since the Senate ratified 
this treaty in 1992. “The Constitution sets 
forth a definite procedure for the President 
to make treaties with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate,” explains the Congres- 
sional Research Service, “but it does not 
describe how they should be terminated.” 
However, it’s likely that Congress would 
want some say in the matter. 

Regardless, the skeptics’ appeal con- 
tinues to garner signatures through the 
Swedish blog Klimatsans.com. It comes 
on the heels of another plea made by 
800 scientists in December, lobbying 
for the president to “take immediate 
and sustained actions against human- 


caused climate change.” That open let- 
ter — now a public petition at Change. 
org — stands in sharp contrast to the 
“CO, Coalition Petition,” which makes 
its arguments based solely on available 
scientific evidence in regard to carbon 
dioxide. On the contrary, the alarmists’ 
open letter offers no scientific basis for 
its claim that climate change “threatens 
America’s economy, national security 
and public health and safety.” Rather, 
it makes six purely political appeals, 
with its only justification being the un- 
substantiated claim that two-thirds of 
Americans agree with them. 

First, it calls for Trump to “make Amer- 
ica a clean energy leader” by further sub- 
sidizing — with your tax dollars — so- 
called renewable energies, none of which 
are capable of supporting the energy needs 
of an industrial economy. Second, its sign- 
ers want the president to “reduce carbon 
pollution and America’s dependence on 
fossil fuels,” repeating the EPA’s “car- 
bon pollution” fallacy and promoting the 
worn-out propaganda that energy con- 
sumption is somehow evil or wrong. 

Next, the open letter states that climate 
change “continues to increase the fre- 
quency and severity” of extreme weather 
events and asks Trump for further taxpay- 
er subsidies to “enhance America’s cli- 
mate preparedness and resilience.” Then, 
using a shameful bandwagon argument, 
the letter demands that the president pub- 
licly “acknowledge that climate change is 
a real, human-caused and urgent threat,” 
because otherwise “you will become the 
only government leader in the world to 
deny climate science.” 

The letter’s fifth request is to “protect 
scientific integrity in policymaking” by 
excluding scientists from the Trump ad- 
ministration who maintain a healthy skep- 
tical view and do not accept the “science 
is settled” argument. Lastly, it asks Trump 
to “uphold America’s commitment to the 
Paris Climate Agreement,” warning in 
dramatic hyperbole that otherwise, “The 
United States will lose its seat of influ- 
ence at the international negotiating table, 
and will cede to China, the EU, and other 
countries its authority as a political, tech- 
nological, and moral leader.” 

We have reason to hope Trump will 
keep his campaign promises to unshackle 
science from climate propaganda. Ml 
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COLLEGE 


USELESS 


MAJORS 


Universities of yesteryear gave us doctors and lawyers; 
today they're giving us feminist, pro-communist, social- 
justice warriors with majors in social media. What?! 


by Robin Kinderman 


ny avid reader of THE NEW AMERI- 

A CAN knows that dozens of articles 
have been written on the topic of 
education — from the overreach of the 
Department of Education to the faults of 
policies such as No Child Left Behind, the 
absurdness of Common Core, and the in- 
vasiveness of Obama’s — well, everything. 
Today, we can hardly tune into the news 
without hearing about college kids riot- 
ing, marching, and crying in their “safe 
spaces” over the “offensiveness” of the 
Constitution. And if that isn’t enough, we 
continue to hear about the constant degra- 
dation of education — how students once 
obligated to take Latin, philosophy, and 
ethics can now entertain their minds in 
“The Culture of Miley Cyrus” and “Tree 


Robin Kinderman is the advertising assistant for 
THE NEw American. She holds a Bachelor of Arts 
Degree in Print Journalism and an Associate's De- 


gree of Applied Science in Marketing Management. 
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Climbing.” Don’t believe me? Do a quick 
Google search on “Stupid College Cours- 
es.” You'll find classes such as “Zombies 
in Popular Culture” (Columbia), “How 
Does It Feel to Dance?” (Oberlin), and 
“The Joy of Garbage” (Berkeley). 

If you’re anything like me, you have 
to step back and ask yourself, “Is this re- 
ally happening? Has it really become this 
ridiculous?” 

Yes, my friends, it has — and my in- 
terview with FreedomProject Academy 
Director Dr. Duke Pesta will show just 
how ridiculous today’s college curriculum 
has become. Dr. Pesta, whose Ph.D. is in 
Shakespeare and Renaissance literature, 
has taught at several universities around 
the country. 

I, myself, am a product of the “liberal 
indoctrination” of college graduates. I 
went to college at 19 because I was “sup- 
posed to”; I took humanities courses such 
as Feminism and Gay Culture (I even 
wrote a 25-page paper on Gay Bar Cul- 
ture), and after five years and $30,000, I 


EDUCATION 


Worth it? One hundred years ago, students paid 
an average of $150 per year ($3,300 today) to 
study philosophy and engage in debate. Today, 
students pay $10,000 per year to sit through 
leftist politically charged lectures. 


graduated with a bitter taste in my mouth 
and a degree in a dying field. But I had 
been told repeatedly that the purpose of 
college was to open my mind to the diver- 
sity of the world and to make me a better 
person, and that had to get me a job some- 
where, didn’t it? 

To make sense of this mess, let’s delve 
into some history. 

The first American colleges (Harvard, 
Princeton, Yale, etc.) were founded by 
Protestant groups in the 1600s. Their pur- 
pose was to pursue Truth. Their pupils 
studied ancient languages, ethics, logic, 
mathematics, and rhetoric (how to argue 
in an intelligent fashion). They produced 
lawyers, doctors, and teachers. Fast for- 
ward 200 years: Colleges were popping 
up all over the nation, with several ac- 
cepting women and African-Americans. 
America grew by leaps and bounds, 
and the Industrial Revolution was in 
full swing. To meet new demands, col- 
leges began expanding their curricula to 
cater to the growing middle class. They 
began producing factory managers, en- 
trepreneurs, accountants, businessmen 
— people to run America. Colleges of 
the time offered a social mobility that was 
unheard of anywhere else in the world, 
and were a major part of what made the 
United States a world power. 

Fast forward a few more decades, and 
we had the introduction of the G.I. Bill in 
1944. This legislation, according to Dr. 
Pesta, is what caused college curricula to 
veer away from classical education: 


You could make an argument that 
the post-World War I era was when 
they started tinkering with it [cur- 
riculum].... That’s when you begin 
to see a progressive takeover of the 
universities. The G.I. bill made col- 
lege accessible and affordable for a 
lot of people who never could have 
gone otherwise, and that sort of de- 
mocratized it a little bit. 


As most of us know, World War II caused 
a huge shift in American culture in several 
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Students once obligated to take Latin, philosophy, and ethics 
can now entertain their minds in “The Culture of Miley Cyrus” 
and “Tree Climbing.” Don't believe me? Do a quick Google 
search on “Stupid College Courses.” 


ways: Women in the workforce, a baby 
boom, new technologies (fancy cars and 
TVs), lots of money to spend, and a very 
progressive president: 


When we look back at the control 
of education by the liberal elite, it 
really started after World War II in 
earnest. You think about World War 
II and Franklin Delano Roosevelt 
and all the ways that he blew up the 
welfare state, the ways that he twist- 
ed American life to be subservient to 
government. 

All these G.I.’s came back, they 
were tired of war and tired of fighting 
and they had a lot of money relative 
to what happened during the Great 
Depression, and so you had this huge 


baby boom. And in that baby boom, 
all these kids needed educations, and 
so that began to expand. You could 
argue that it began to expand so much 
— the access to higher education — 
that it watered it down. 


By “watering it down,” Pesta explained, 
he meant that because so many people 
enrolled in college who weren’t academi- 
cally ready, colleges began to lower their 
standards in order to pass students. The 
more students they kept enrolled, the 
more money they received. The presti- 
gious reputation of the university began to 
fade away as it began to care more about 
money, and less about education. 

And so the country began down the 
road that would eventually bring us to 


Beginning of the radical revolution: The “social-justice warrior” of today was born in the 60s 
when radically changing college campuses became breeding grounds for protests of every type, 


from war and saving the trees to open sexuality. 
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our current situation, where the federal 
government has its greedy little fingers 
in every aspect of your child’s education, 
and conservative views are no longer al- 
lowed. In 1948, the Supreme Court ruled 
that students were no longer allowed 
to participate in religious education in 
public schools (McCollum vy. Board of 
Education). In 1962, prayer was no lon- 
ger allowed in public schools (Engel v. 
Vitale). The Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act was passed in 1965 as part 
of President Lyndon B. Johnson’s War on 
Poverty, providing federal assistance to 
low-income students. It was followed by 
the Higher Education Act in 1965, which 
provided federal assistance to college stu- 
dents via scholarships and loans. 

According to Pesta, the 1960s also saw 
a major shift in mind-set, which directly 
impacted college curricula: 


By the time you got to 1960, you 
have the riots in the ’60s against the 
Vietnam war, you have the cultural 
revolution — that’s when liberal pro- 
gressive ideas that had been growing 
in the universities took over. By the 
time you get to the ’60s, the younger, 
more radical faculty had taken over, 
and the ’60s becomes what it be- 
comes, and then by the time you get 
to today, you have the same problem. 
The primary purpose of the univer- 
sity is not education now — it’s this 
social-justice garbage. 


The “liberal progressive ideas” Pesta 
speaks of were part of a political movement 
labeled “The New Left,” which promoted 
the belief that all Americans had the right 
to all forms of self-expression (especially 
sexual expression), combined with the 
idea that cultural sub-groups and minori- 
ties should be entitled to special status; this 
created a rift between groups as being the 
“oppressed” or the “oppressor.” The “op- 
pressor’ — often white, male, and con- 
servative — is now seen as racist, sexist, 
homophobic, and imperialistic. 

Now, I was taught in college that this 
social-justice garbage” was part of 
higher education — it meant expanding 
your mind and learning about diversity, 
which was obtained through humanities 
courses such as Gay Culture. So I asked 
Pesta what is so bad about these “radi- 
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Opting for options: As public education degrades, homeschooling is gaining more popularity. 
FreedomProject Academy, an affiliate of THE New American, offers online K-12 Judeo-Christian 
education. Shown here is FreedomProject Academy Director Dr. Duke Pesta. 


cal” college courses that are being offered 
today? It apparently struck a chord, for as 
Pesta spoke, he — an already boisterous, 
animated speaker — leaned forward in his 
chair and became more emphatic: 


The argument that you need a course 
to diversify your mind is a political 
statement, not an educational state- 
ment. What knowledge do you get 
from [those courses]? Are you going 
to college to see perspectives? Is that 
what you’re paying all that money 
for? That’s what they’re telling you 
— your job here is to expand your 
perspectives, to see things from the 
view of other people. What does that 
have to do with math? Science? His- 
tory? Philosophy? Can you get a de- 
gree in perspective? All the perspec- 
tives that they want you to see are 
non-traditional, non-conservative, 
non-Christian, non-patriotic. They 
make horrible assumptions that you, 
as an American citizen, are bigoted, 
racist, and sexist. Your whole culture 
is evil, the whole history of America 
is one huge affront against minori- 
ties, and when you show up, it’s our 
job to fix that. 


Point taken. But he wasn’t done yet: 


Why do you need to read about “Na- 
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tive American feminism’? Why is 
that necessary? And why are so many 
of the humanities courses being hi- 
jacked? You don’t just read Art His- 
tory anymore, it’s Feminist Art His- 
tory. You don’t take English classes 
anymore, you take Marxist Criticism 
in English classes. History is now con- 
trolled by various political philoso- 
phies. What’s wrong with just reading 
the subject? Leave the politics to the 
person! You decide what you want to 
be. What they’re [professors] doing is 
not really teaching you the culture — 
they’re using their modern political 
ideological ways to force you to see 
the culture in a certain way. It’s a bit 
of a problem, isn’t it? 


Pesta further explained that this “hijack- 
ing” is starting to spread into subjects 
you’d think couldn’t be changed by per- 
spective, courses such as biology and 
chemistry. They’ve now become “Green 
Chemistry,” “Sustainable Math,” and 
“Feminist Biology.” 

My sudden question to this was “What?! 
How do you feminize biology? It’s a sci- 
ence. It’s black and white!” Pesta smiled 
and calmly replied, 


Is history not black and white? If 
you see it as wrong in math and sci- 
ence — that shocked you — you 


should be equally shocked by femi- 
nist Native American studies. Why 
doesn’t that shock you? Why do we 
collectively assume that that’s the 
kind of crap you should get in the 
humanities? If you see it as absurd 
that we apply politics to math and 
science, why should we apply our 
20th century politics to the study of 
the Colonial period? Why does that 
make sense? 


His obvious point was that many college 
courses are being poisoned by the liberal 
agenda. Playing the devil’s advocate, I 
said that those on the Left argue that a 
more “classical” or “traditional” educa- 
tion is close-minded and backward, that 
it keeps students in a little protective 
bubble and doesn’t expose them to the 
real world. 

Pesta rebutted that the purpose of those 
new humanities courses isn’t to teach 
students; it is to obliterate any traditional 
point of view: 


These classes aren’t open-minded 
places where conservative kids are 
allowed to equally argue with non- 
conservative kids. These are places 
where the liberal position is the only 
position.... Liberals have decided 
that conservatives are racist. Liber- 
als have decided that conservatives 
are bigots and homophobes. Anytime 
you oppose a liberal on any subject, 
yow’re just a bigot. 


This shift in cultural and societal attitudes 
has resulted not only in radical college 
courses, but also in riots on college cam- 
puses, such as the recent instances with 
conservative speakers Milo Yiannapolis 
and Ben Shapiro. Yiannapolis, a homo- 
sexual, conservative, Trump supporter 
who calls his speaking tour the “Danger- 
ous Faggot Tour,” stirs up controversy by 
declaring that he’d take a “straight pill” 
because he’d love to create a child, and he 
thinks it’s ridiculous that the progressive 
Left insists that people define themselves 
with labels such as queer, bisexual, etc., 
yet he can’t be a homosexual conserva- 
tive. Statements such as these caused one 
student from Berkeley to write an open 
letter to Yiannapolis, telling him, “We’ll 
be waiting here to strip you of your gay 
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identity. You can have sex with all the men 
you want, but you’re not gay anymore.” 

It is a fact that, yes, colleges really are 
offering courses that we could only dream 
up in our wildest imaginations, and yes, 
they are part of a liberal/social indoctrina- 
tion agenda. Pesta elaborated, 


The purpose of this is control. If 
you have kids in schools from the 
time they’re three years old to the 
time they’re 25 or 26, the odds are 
extremely good that those kids are 
going to graduate from those fed- 
eral indoctrination centers as ab- 
solute progressives who will sell 
their souls to the government to be 
housed, fed, clothed, etc. We’re not 
teaching kids to be independent, 
entrepreneurial; we’re not teaching 
them to make their own money — 
we’re teaching them to be dependent 
on government. 


But there is hope for your (or your kids’) 
future. Pesta stated that while it may be 
difficult to find a college that is not flood- 


ed with liberally slanted classes, students 
can be smart about where they go and what 
classes they choose to take. In his opinion, 
identity studies should be avoided — the 
history of America does not need to be 
slanted by feminism, homosexualism, or 
any other “isms.” He also believes that 
because we are Americans, school should 
be primarily about Western culture and 
American history. It is one thing to major 
in a certain field, it is entirely another to 
take general education courses (math, 
writing, psychology, etc.) that try to mold 
your political opinions. 

Above all, make sure there is a balance 
between conservative and liberal ideals 
on campus, and that your voice and opin- 
ion can be heard. Students should not be 
told by their professors what to think, 
how to feel, what to believe. They should 
not be stifled when they don’t agree with 
the rest of their class. They should not 
be restricted to only progressive classes 
and not traditional ones. After all, the pri- 
mary purpose of attending a university is 
to pursue Truth. Pesta remarked about the 
mentality in today’s colleges: 


OVER 2.5 MILLION BOXES 
SHIPPED EVERY DAY! 


[This liberal mentality] is against 
the university ideal, it’s against the 
First Amendment, it’s against the 
very foundations of American civil 
life, it’s anti-humanistic, it’s fas- 
cist! You disagree with me, so I’m 
going to silence and punish you. 
That’s fascism. 


If the classical colleges of yesteryear 
were producing lawyers, doctors, and 
teachers, what are today’s fascist colleges 
producing? As Pesta said, “Social-justice 
warriors, unemployed people, anarchists, 
radicals, government dependents, and 
generally ignorant kids.” 

So there you have it. It’s time to step 
up, America, and abolish the Depart- 
ment of Education. We need to take 
back our schools, for the sake of not 
only our children, but our society and 
culture. If we don’t, we will soon find 
ourselves in George Orwell’s world of 
1984, where history is destroyed, truth 
is made up, opposition is silenced, and 
people who question the status quo sim- 
ply disappear. 
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SHOULD PLANNED PARENTHOOD 
RECEIVE TAXPAYER FUNDS? 


Since Planned Parenthood has enormous profits, spends millions on lobbying, mainly 
provides abortions, and is a small player in women’s care, shouldn't its subsidies be cut? 
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by Brian Farmer 


en I first ran across the ex- 
pression “reproductive rights,” 
I naturally assumed that what 


was being discussed was the right to re- 
produce. I thought that maybe the dis- 
cussion had to do with China’s one-child 
policy, where women were forced to have 
abortions if they already had a child. And 
when I heard the expression “reproduc- 
tive healthcare,” I assumed that what was 
being talked about was providing mothers 
and babies with good healthcare. Upon 
further investigation, however, I discov- 
ered that those were actually Orwellian 
euphemisms, used by the likes of Planned 
Parenthood, that provided for the putting 
to death of human beings who were guilty 
of nothing more than waiting to be born. If 
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one has read George Orwell’s 1984, then 
one is familiar with Orwellian expressions 
such as “war is peace,” “freedom is slav- 
ery,” and “ignorance is strength.” 

Today Planned Parenthood expects us 
to accept the Orwellian notion that “abor- 
tion is healthcare.” But is it? If we look at 
the Hippocratic Oath, which embodies the 
code of medical ethics that medical practi- 
tioners pledge to live by, we discover that 
the overriding principle is “do no harm.” 
The significance of the Hippocratic Oath 
revolves around its unyielding devotion to 
the preservation of individual human life. 
For thousands of years, medical science 
has understood that abortion is a barbaric 
act of violence that kills an innocent human 
being. That is why the original Hippocratic 
Oath included the statement, “I will not 
give to a woman an abortive remedy.” 


Recall Dr. Albert Schweitzer, who 
came up with a universal concept of eth- 
ics that he referred to as “Reverence for 
Life.” When one stops to think about it, 
there does not seem to be much reverence 
for life in a Planned Parenthood clinic. 
Through contraception, Planned Parent- 
hood tries to prevent life. If it fails to 
do that, then it tries to extinguish life. In 
short, Planned Parenthood epitomizes a 
culture of death. 

When thinking about the ethics of a sit- 
uation, one is sometimes advised to ask, 
“What would Jesus do?” If Jesus were to 
walk into a Planned Parenthood clinic and 
witness an abortion, what do you suppose 
his reaction would be? Some find it easiest 
to simply dismiss the question by saying 
that the New Testament does not men- 
tion abortion. The New Testament does 
not mention child rape, either, but there 
is little doubt about how Jesus would feel 
about that (or about abortion). 

Nowadays, we also hear the expression 
“pro choice,” which conveniently ignores 
the fact that the baby has no choice. When 
we are in a position to save an innocent 
and defenseless human being but instead 
use our position of power to help to ex- 
terminate that human life (through our tax 
dollars), are we not assisting in the ulti- 
mate act of tyranny? And isn’t opposing 
tyranny one of the basic principles upon 
which our nation was founded? In that 
case, the federal government should not 
be coercively taking money from us and 
handing it over to an organization that en- 
gages in what is essentially the most evil 
act known to humanity. 

Another one of the basic principles 
upon which our nation was founded is 
the right to life. In fact, it is the most fun- 
damental of all rights because, without 
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the right to life, no other rights can exist. 
So, how is it that the Supreme Court, in 
its notorious Roe v. Wade ruling in 1973, 
declared that there is a right to an abor- 
tion, but not a right to life? This makes 
no sense at all. But then, Supreme Court 
justices are not infallible. If they were, 
then all Supreme Court decisions would 
be decided by a vote of 9-0. All too often, 
activist judges ignore the U.S. Constitu- 
tion (and in this case even one of the 10 
Commandments: “Thou shalt not commit 
murder”) and just make up their own laws 
out of thin air to conform to their own 
political agenda. 

By law, federal funding cannot be al- 
located for abortions (outside of certain 
exceptional cases), but allocating money 
to Planned Parenthood for the provision of 
other medical services allows other funds 
to be re-allocated for abortions. It is all 
about creative bookkeeping. In the end, 
this is just a sleight-of-hand way of using 
taxpayer money to fund abortions. 

Furthermore, Planned Parenthood 
spends money on politics and elections 
through the Planned Parenthood Action 
Fund, through its Super PAC, and through 
a variety of other affiliated entities. In the 
2014 election cycle, Planned Parenthood 
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spent more than $6.5 million on contri- 
butions to candidates and political par- 
ties, overwhelmingly to Democrats, even 
though it claims to be non-partisan. Hence, 
taxpayer money helps Planned Parenthood 
to buy political influence. Keep in mind 
that Planned Parenthood is a tax-exempt 
organization. So why would it need to buy 
political influence? Apparently, to ensure 
that it is allowed to keep on riding the tax- 
payer gravy train. 

The release of videos by David Da- 
leiden and his Center for Medical Prog- 
ress in 2015, which showed Planned Par- 
enthood officials talking about its practice 
of harvesting baby parts after abortions, 
shocked the nation. The videos were se- 
cretly filmed with actors posing as em- 
ployees of a biotech firm looking to buy 
the body parts. Viewers were sickened 
by the cavalier manner in which Planned 
Parenthood abortionist Deborah Nucatola 
sipped her wine and munched on a salad 
while describing how she can kill a baby 
without mangling the organs that can 
be sold for financial gain. Then there is 
abortionist Mary Gatter, the president of 
Planned Parenthood’s Medical Director’s 
Council, who says in the video that she 
wants to make enough money to buy a 
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Making him a martyr? David Daleiden speaks to media and supporters after turning himself in 
to Houston authorities on February 4, 2016. He was charged with using a false driver's license 
(a felony) and with trying to buy fetal tissue (a misdemeanor) in conjunction with his Planned 
Parenthood sting videos. The charges were later dropped. 
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Lamborghini (a sports car costing about 
$400,000 new). There is a lot of truth to 
the biblical admonition that the love of 
money is the root of all evil! 

Those videos raised questions about 
whether Planned Parenthood is illegally 
selling fetal tissue. As a result, legislation 
to deny Planned Parenthood future fed- 
eral funding is pending in both the U.S. 
House of Representatives and the U.S. 
Senate. When the House voted to defund 
Planned Parenthood in 2011, the group 
went on the offensive with a $200,000 
media campaign and nationwide bus tour 
(arguably at least partially subsidized by 
the taxpayer) to stop the Senate from fol- 
lowing suit. It worked. 

Planned Parenthood’s defense has al- 
ways been pretty much the same, namely, 
focusing on its non-abortion activities. 
No one disputes the benefit of offering 
women pregnancy tests, testing for sexu- 
ally transmitted diseases, and screening 
for cancer. That’s not the problem. But, 
one, the federal government has no con- 
stitutional authority to give money for 
any of the above; and, two, it’s a problem 
giving taxpayer money to an organization 
that performs abortions. 

Planned Parenthood’s current defense 
tries to change the subject with a new 
talking point: The value of research using 
the remains of aborted babies. And that 
leads to the use of another Orwellian 
euphemism, namely, “fetal tissue re- 
search.” By referring to the unborn child 
as a “fetus,” supporters of abortion-on- 
demand try to make the child growing 
inside the womb seem to be less than 
completely human. That way, when they 
get around to taking that child’s life, they 
can do it with a clear conscience and pre- 
tend that they are not committing murder. 
But “fetus” is simply the Latin word for 
offspring, so using that term is little more 
than a lame attempt to disguise a crime 
against humanity. In any case, a 2015 re- 
search review from the Lozier Institute 
reveals that fetal tissue research is an in- 
effective and outdated methodology and 
that alternatives exist that do not present 
the questionable ethical issues that fetal 
tissue research does. 

Even if Planned Parenthood is found 
to be in compliance with federal law re- 
garding how much it charges to collect 
and transfer fetal tissue to researchers, 
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From “pro-choice” to pro-life: Abby Johnson, former director of a Planned Parenthood clinic in 
Texas, had a dramatic change of heart after witnessing an ultrasound-assisted abortion. She is 
now a tireless pro-life activist, speaking nationally and internationally against abortion. 


the larger question still remains: Should 
taxpayer money go to an organization that 
destroys human life, then callously sorts 
through a baby’s body parts to hand over 
to researchers? Should public funds be 
given to a group that continually lobbies 
in favor of abortion, an activity that brings 
revenue into its own coffers? 

Let us consider some facts about 
Planned Parenthood, abortion, and money: 

¢ Planned Parenthood is the nation’s 
largest abortion provider, with almost one 
in three U.S. abortions committed in its 
facilities. 

¢ More than 10 percent of Planned Par- 
enthood clients have abortions. 

¢ The number of Planned Parenthood 
abortions has risen nearly 30 percent 
since 2002, during a period of time when 
the number of abortions has dropped 
nationwide. 

¢ In 2013, for every adoption referral 
that was made, Planned Parenthood per- 
formed 174 abortions, and while the num- 
ber of abortions performed in its clinics 
increased, Planned Parenthood’s adoption 
referrals fell by more than 14 percent. 

So what is going on with Planned Par- 
enthood and abortion? As secret informant 
Deep Throat allegedly told Washington 
Post investigative reporter Bob Wood- 
ward during the Nixon administration’s 
Watergate scandal, “Follow the money.” 
Planned Parenthood’s annual revenue 
for abortions is estimated to be well over 
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$200 million, and provides the funding for 
about one-sixth of its total annual budget. 

Former Planned Parenthood facility di- 
rector Abby Johnson had this to say about 
her experience running a Texas clinic: 
“Definitely the most lucrative part of their 
business was abortions.” In her book, Un- 
planned, Johnson writes that her clinic was 
one of a few in her area that performed 
abortions, “And those abortions earned a 
lot of money.” 

In fiscal year 2013-2014, more than 40 
percent of Planned Parenthood’s budget 
was funded by government grants and re- 
imbursements, which amounted to $528 
million. Planned Parenthood has received 
more than four billion dollars in federal 
funding over the last 10 years. Planned 
Parenthood does not provide a line-item 
breakdown as to how it spends our fed- 
eral dollars. However, it is involved in a 
number of arguably anti-life, anti-parental 
rights activities worth noting. 

For example, in 2013-2014, Planned 
Parenthood affiliates spent more than $33 
million on public-policy activities, and an- 


other $44 million on sex education. Here 
are some of Planned Parenthood’s recent 
activities in those areas: 

¢ Successfully lobbied for abortion to 
be part of the federal healthcare reform 
law, which was opposed by a majority of 
Americans. 

¢ Successfully lobbied to weaken the 
conscience protection rights of healthcare 
professionals who want to be able to re- 
fuse to participate in abortions or other ac- 
tivities that violate their moral, religious, 
or ethical views. 

¢ Lobbied to cut federal funds for 
sexual education programs promoting 
abstinence. 

¢ Lobbied against pro-life measures at 
the state level, such as waiting periods be- 
fore having an abortion and parental in- 
volvement laws for minors, measures that 
are demonstrated to lower abortion rates. 

¢ Lobbied internationally to repeal or 
liberalize pro-life laws that prohibit or 
limit abortion. 

¢ Lobbied against the Mexico City 
Policy, which prevents the use of federal 
money from being used internationally to 
promote or perform abortion. 

¢ Advocated for policies that erode pa- 
rental rights, including no parental notifi- 
cation or consent for abortions or dispens- 
ing contraception. 

¢ Promotes “if it feels good, do it” sexu- 
ality for youth on its website, promoting a 
variety of sexual activities. 

An argument can be made that Planned 
Parenthood’s pro-abortion lobbying and 
pro-sexual activity messages for teens are 
sufficient reasons to eliminate its federal 
funding. But the fact that more than half 
of its revenue in 2013-2014 came from 
our wallets and from performing abortions 
makes it even more clear that our tax dol- 
lars have no business in Planned Parent- 
hood’s bank account. 

Planned Parenthood President Cecile 
Richards has claimed that if her organiza- 
tion lost its government funding, millions 


The Supreme Court, in its notorious Roe v. Wade ruling in 
1973, declared that there is a right to an abortion, but nota 
right to life? This makes no sense at all. But then, Supreme 
Court justices are not infallible. If they were, then all Supreme 
Court decisions would be decided by a vote of 9-0. 
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of American women would have nowhere 
else to go for healthcare. That falsehood is 
tangled up with another common fairy tale, 
namely, that Planned Parenthood provides 
very few abortions and largely focuses on a 
vast array of other, truly necessary services. 

“We’re really proud at Planned Parent- 
hood to provide women all their repro- 
ductive healthcare, and we always will,” 
Richards has declared. “This is an issue 
of access to healthcare, of a wide swath 
of healthcare. And for many folks, we’re 
their only healthcare. [Speaker of the U.S. 
House of Representatives] Paul Ryan is 
saying, ‘We’re going to end that.’” 

That is Planned Parenthood’s most com- 
mon rhetorical strategy, and it is easy to see 
why it is so effective. In reality, though, 
Planned Parenthood’s claim to provide 
numerous types of essential healthcare is 
highly misleading, and much of the care 
women receive at its clinics could eas- 
ily be obtained elsewhere. For one thing, 
the group’s assertion that abortion is only 
three percent of the services it provides 
has been debunked by left-leaning outlets 
such as the online magazine Slate and 
the Washington Post, and the deception 
underlying that statistic was explained at 
length by Rich Lowry in Politico in 2015. 
Here is an excerpt: 


The three percent figure is an arti- 
fice and a dodge, but even taking it 
on its own terms, it’s not much of a 
defense. Only Planned Parenthood 
would think saying that they only 
kill babies three percent of the time 
is something to brag about. How 
much credit would we give someone 
for saying he only drives drunk three 
percent of the time, or only cheats 
on business trips three percent of 
the time, or only hits his wife during 
three percent of domestic disputes? 
The three percent factoid is crafted to 
obscure the reality of Planned Parent- 
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hood’s business. The group performs 
about 330,000 abortions a year, or 
roughly 30 percent of all the abor- 
tions in the country. 


An accurate assessment of the group’s 
abortion numbers reveals that nearly one 
in eight women who visits a Planned Par- 
enthood clinic obtains an abortion. To 
obscure that fact, Planned Parenthood 
consistently overstates its other, suppos- 
edly crucial services, falsely claiming to 
provide mammograms and exaggerating 
its commitment to prenatal care. In fact, 
the group provides less than one percent 
of the nation’s Pap tests and less than two 
percent of its breast exams and cancer 
screenings, while at the same time provid- 
ing almost a third of its abortions. 
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Even though thousands of federally 
qualified healthcare centers (FQHCs) 
across the country are able to provide 
women with numerous necessary ser- 
vices, many of which are more essential 
than those offered by Planned Parent- 
hood, Richards maintains that FQHCs 
cannot handle the volume of patients 
currently served by Planned Parenthood 
and that women will lose healthcare ac- 
cess if the organization is defunded. This 
is difficult to believe, given that 13,540 
FQHCs and rural healthcare clinics op- 
erate in all 50 states, whereas Planned 
Parenthood operates only 665 facilities. 
In other words, community clinics out- 
number Planned Parenthood clinics by a 
ratio of 20 to one. 

Planned Parenthood executives claim 
that low-income women in rural areas 
will be harmed if the abortion group is 
defunded. But consider the rural state of 
Nebraska, for example, which has a total 
of two Planned Parenthood clinics and 
167 FQHCs. How could it be possible that 
two Planned Parenthood clinics serve so 
many women that 167 healthcare centers 
would be overwhelmed by taking on the 
patients from those two facilities? Even in 


Planned politics: Cecile Richards, president of Planned Parenthood, is shown here giving her 
organization’s official support for Democratic presidential candidate Hillary Clinton. Planned 
Parenthood often endorses Democratic politicians, who in turn support “pro-choice” legislation 
and continued government funding of Planned Parenthood. 
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California, the state with the most Planned 
Parenthood clinics, the abortion provider 
has only 114 centers, compared with 1,694 
community health clinics. 

In addition, Richards claims that the Re- 
publican Party does not care about women 
and that, in trying to remove government 
funding from Planned Parenthood, Re- 
publicans are playing partisan politics 
with women’s healthcare. What Richards 
conveniently overlooks is that half of the 
babies that the Republicans want to save 
are female! In other words, if anyone is 
making a political game out of women’s 
healthcare, it is Planned Parenthood and 
its Democratic allies, who demand that the 
government subsidize healthcare that the 
group has bundled together with highly 
controversial and fundamentally immoral 
abortion procedures. 

If Planned Parenthood stopped per- 
forming abortions, few in either political 
party would object to funding the organi- 
zation (even though it is unconstitutional 
to fund it at the federal level). Republi- 
cans at every level support reimbursing 
FQHCs to provide necessary care that 
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does not include abortions. If Planned 
Parenthood sees itself as so valuable to 
American women, it should cease pro- 
viding abortions and focus all of its re- 
sources on truly essential healthcare. But 
it will never do that, because providing 
abortions is such a huge source of rev- 
enue for the organization. 

Finally, Richards has repeatedly 
claimed that the American people love 
Planned Parenthood and do not want it to 
be defunded, and has bragged about the 
outpouring of support that the group has 
experienced since the November 2016 
presidential election. Perhaps she missed 
a post-election poll on the defunding ef- 
fort (conducted in late November by the 
polling company, inc./WomanTrend on 
behalf of the Susan B. Anthony List), 
which shows that voters in 2018 Senate 
battleground states — Florida, Missouri, 
Montana, North Dakota, Ohio, and Wis- 
consin — support ending federal funding 
for Planned Parenthood, 56 to 40 percent. 
Even more interesting, the poll found 
that, by a margin of over 30 percentage 
points, Americans in those battleground 
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states would be less likely to vote for any 
senator who voted to give federal money 
to Planned Parenthood rather than to local 
community health centers. 

Much of that distaste with Planned 
Parenthood surely comes from its sta- 
tus as the country’s largest abortion 
organization, especially as the support 
for abortion on demand has declined 
dramatically over the years. The above- 
mentioned poll found that almost two- 
thirds of Americans support legislation 
prohibiting abortions after the 20th week 
of pregnancy, including almost 80 per- 
cent of millennials. (But then, most mil- 
lennials are probably aware that abor- 
tion makes the womb one of the most 
dangerous places for a human to be, as 
one in four does not make it out alive!) 
Meanwhile, a Marist poll from last sum- 
mer shows that 62 percent of Americans 
oppose taxpayer funding of abortion, 
including 45 percent of “pro-choice” 
Americans and 44 percent of Democrats. 
The time is right to stop taxpayer sup- 
port of Planned Parenthood, so, as Nike 
would say, “Just do it!” 
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BLACKS AND COPS 


Milwaukee County’s no-nonsense sheriff, David Clarke, gives the perspective of a black 
sheriff on race relations between blacks and police. 


by Steve Byas 


Cop Under Fire: Moving Beyond 
Hashtags of Race, Crime, & Politics fora 
Better America, by Sheriff David Clarke, 
Jr., Franklin, Tennessee: Worthy Books, 
2017, 256 pages, hardcover. 


the 1968 Olympics by two medal-win- 

ning athletes, Tommie Smith and John 
Carlos, 13-year-old David Clarke decided 
to raise his own clenched fist on his front 
yard in Milwaukee, Wisconsin, as a police 
cruiser drove by. To his apparent surprise, 
the car stopped, and two officers got out. 
As they approached young Clarke, a black 
teenager, he thought perhaps he had not 
done something very smart. 

Fortunately, his father, a Korean War 
veteran and an employee of the post of- 
fice, bounded out of the house, wondering 
why a patrol car stopped in front of his 
home. The first officer said that his son 
had waved them down, and they thought 
he needed help, while the second one was 
more honest: “Actually, he raised his fist.” 

His dad calmly said, “T’ll take care of it.” 

Inside, his dad bluntly told him, “You 
never screw with the police. Never.” 

Clarke never did anything like that 
again. In fact, he later joined the police 
force and rose steadily in the ranks, being 
promoted to detective, on to lieutenant of 
detectives, to police captain, and finally 
as commander of the first district — the 
business and entertainment center of 
Milwaukee. 

In January 2002, the sheriff of Mil- 
waukee County resigned, and Republican 
Governor Scott McCallum picked Clarke 
to replace him, and he has held the post 
ever since. 

Clarke speculates in his book Cop 
Under Fire: Moving Beyond Hashtags 
of Race, Crime, & Politics for a Better 
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America as to how his clenched-fist epi- 
sode would have played out in today’s 
world: “A black kid and his friends are 
hanging out on their front yard, when 
they see a patrol car coming slowly 
through their neighborhood. One kid 
curses at the police officers, picking up 
a rock and throwing it at their car. His 
friends laugh and extend their middle fin- 
gers to the cops. The car stops, and the 
officers get out.” 

After an exchange in which the boys 
call the officers pigs, the mother of one 
of the boys comes out of the house, ask- 
ing the officers, “Why are you bothering 
these boys?” 

One of the boys then hits a policeman 
“square in the face” with a rock, and the 
other officer handcuffs the boy. The moth- 
er whips out her cellphone to capture the 
event on film, screaming, “Quit brutaliz- 
ing him.” 

Clarke predicts what would then hap- 
pen: “The dramatic footage leads the six 
o’clock news. For the next few days, 
Black Lives Matter (BLM) protestors set 
up camp around the boys’ house. The offi- 
cer is accused of racism and put on leave.” 

A brief history of BLM is recited in Cop 
Under Fire. After George Zimmerman 
was acquitted of all charges in connection 
with the death of an unarmed (Clarke ex- 
plains that “unarmed” does not necessar- 
ily mean a person is not dangerous) black 
teen, Trayvon Martin, Alicia Garza was 
sitting in a bar in California. She respond- 
ed with a post, urging black people to act, 
to organize and to realize “that black lives 
matter.” A friend, Patrisse Cullors, read 
Garza’s post, commented, and created the 
hashtag #BlackLivesMatter. 

Of course, the BLM movement is based 
on the premise that white cops are driving 
around, looking for blacks to harass, and 
even shoot. It is an assertion that Clarke 
spends much of his book countering. In 
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fact, he calls the group Black LIES Mat- 
ter, and he was invited to appear on Fox 
& Friends to discuss the phenomenon. On 
the show, Clarke’s position, “First of all, 
there is no police brutality in America,” 
was taken out of context, as most of those 
who repeated this quotation did not add 
what he said next. 

He did not mean that “specific incidents 
don’t ever happen across the country.” He 
meant that it is “no longer systematic, nor 
is it condoned within our ranks.” 

“Show me the data,” Clarke added, 
“show me the research that demonstrates 
and supports the lie that law enforcement 
officers use an inordinate amount of force 
against black people.” 

The Washington Post recorded every 
fatal police shooting in 2015 in America 
and found that less than four percent of 
fatal police shootings were of unarmed 
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black people. The Post discovered that in 
75 percent of the fatal shootings “police 
were under attack or defending someone 
who was.” 

Clarke added: “The bottom line is this: 
If you stop when a cop tells you to stop, 
and you don’t point a gun at a cop or try 
to fight them, you’ll probably survive 
your encounter with the police. But that’s 
not the message the black activists want 
to convey. No matter how wrong, mis- 
guided, reckless, and dangerous a black 
person might be acting, they’ll side with 
them over the police every time.” 

He detailed one incident that hap- 
pened with one of his own officers to 
demonstrate unfair coverage of local 
law enforcement. One of his officers 
was caught on television with his boot 
on the neck of Lamar Nash, a black man. 
“Within days, the complaint came. It was 
from an official from the city of Racine’s 
local chapter of the NAACP saying the 
officer who placed his foot on the sus- 
pect’s neck used — you guessed it — ex- 
cessive force.” 

After Clarke conducted an internal in- 
vestigation, he held a news conference in 
which he announced his conclusion that 
the officer’s use of force was “reasonable 
under the circumstances.” 

One week later a community forum was 
held for a “discussion” of Clarke’s deci- 
sion. He played film footage, pausing it 
at the moment “when the deputy put his 
boot on the suspect’s neck.” Clarke told 
the audience that he had talked to the dep- 
uty who expressed fear that guy would 
fight for his weapon, to which Clarke said, 
“That was my thought as I watched it on 
television just like you did.” 

“Do you teach your officers to place 
their foot on people’s necks even after 
they’re on the ground?” asked one person. 

“We don’t teach it,” Clarke responded, 
“But it seemed to work pretty well.” 

Clarke then asked for a show of 
hands, asking how many thought this 
case was about race. Every hand in the 
room went up. 

“Then, I held up an 8 x 10 picture of 
the deputy ... the black deputy,” Clarke re- 
called, writing that he then told the crowd, 
“This is the officer who used his boot.” 

The helicopter footage, shot in the dark, 
wasn’t clear enough to show the race of 
the officer, Clarke explained. “Everyone 
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calls Black Lies Matter, because he claims that though there might be individual cases of racism 
in police departments, institutional racism is a thing of the past. 


assumed that this was yet another incident 
of a white cop using excessive force with 
a black kid,” Clarke said. 

In the book, Clarke discusses the cases 
of Trayvon Martin, Michael Brown, Eric 
Garner, and Tamir Rice, and he tells the 
reader what the “lessons” of each are. 

He noted that Obama’s attorney gen- 
eral, Eric Holder, met with the family 
of Michael Brown, but he did not meet 
with Officer Darren Wilson, the offi- 
cer who shot him. “Brown was not shot 
in the back. Blood splatters show that 
Brown was coming at the officer, not 
running away from him. By the way, his 
hands weren’t even raised when he was 
killed. Several black witnesses confirmed 
what the autopsy and forensic evidence 
proved, but they had to remain in hiding 
because of all the violence” in Ferguson, 
Clarke writes. 

“Let that sink in. Almost everything you 
heard about that case was a lie.” 

While much of the book is written in 
defense of local law enforcement, Clarke 
also discusses several other issues. He 
is strongly for the Second Amendment: 
“Tf the federal government began a gun 
confiscation program, I’d simply refuse.” 
He believes the “War on Poverty” actu- 
ally increased poverty. He argues that the 
government has gone too far in ignoring 
civil liberties because of terrorism con- 


cerns: “We deserve both privacy and se- 
curity. God forbid a terror suspect straps 
explosives to his or her body and deto- 
nates them in public space. The overreac- 
tion might be that the government makes 
every American citizen walk naked in 
public spaces to prevent the next attack.” 

Constitutional conservatives will find 
little with which to differ with Clarke in 
this book. 

Perhaps the biggest problem con- 
stitutionalists would have with Sheriff 
Clarke is his endorsement of the Article 
V “Convention of the States,” saying it is 
the “only way things will change.” This 
call for a constitutional convention to add 
amendments to the Constitution is actually 
quite dangerous — once it is called, no one 
knows what might be passed at such a con- 
vention. The last constitutional convention 
scrapped the previous constitution (the Ar- 
ticles of Confederation). And even were 
this convention to pass a good amendment 
and go home, why does anyone truly be- 
lieve government officials would obey it 
any more than they obey our present con- 
stitutional restrictions? 

Clarke devotes little time to an Article 
V Convention, though, and the rest of the 
book is not only very informative, it is a 
clean, quick, entertaining read. He is a no- 
nonsense type of guy, a Christian, and a 
patriot. Hi 
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Should Nations 
Enforce National Borders? 


With all the storm and stress over President 
Trump’s temporary ban on citizens of sev- 
eral countries wishing to enter the United 
States, we may well wonder whether a 
country professing to be a land of the free 
has any moral justification for enforcing 
border controls. It is sometimes argued that 
international borders are artificial and un- 
justifiable limitations on one of the most 
fundamental of human rights, the right to 
freedom of movement. But are they? 

Just as a perfect world populated by an- 
gelic beings would have no need of earthly 
government, as James Madison once ob- 
served, so too would such a perfect world 
have no need of international barriers. Were 
we all without sin, there would be no moral 
basis for preventing the absolute freedom of 
movement, such that people could choose 
to live in whatever climate or environment 
suited them, whether mountain or prairie, 
seacoast or tundra, city or village. 

But the world we now live in does not 
remotely resemble such a paradise. Just 
as the task of the American Founders was 
to find the best type of government that 
humans in their fallible, fallen state could 
sustain, so the ever-changing boundaries 
and rules for international travel and com- 
merce — not to mention immigration and 
naturalization — reflect an ongoing effort 
to adapt the worldwide system of sover- 
eign nations to best suit the cultural and 
political realities of the human race. 

When the United States of America was 
founded, it took shape not just as a col- 
lection of laws, magistracies, and juris- 
dictions. It also had, and still has — like 
every other country in the world — a dis- 
tinct culture that underpins our entire po- 
litical and legal system. In other words, the 
laws that we have protecting rights such as 
freedom of religion and of speech and the 
right to bear arms are in the first instance 
the product of a culture whose roots draw 
their sustenance from thousands of years 
of Judeo-Christian and classical culture. 
For instance, while there are many dif- 
ferences between our culture and that of 
ancient Rome, we share Roman assump- 
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tions about the need for order, about the 
paramountcy of the law, about military 
virtue, and so forth. While the world of 
Moses and the early Israelites in the desert 
seems mostly alien to us, the command- 
ments that they received from their God 
are not. From more recent Christian cul- 
ture, we derive our assumptions about the 
primacy of free will and individual liberty; 
for Americans, the notion of all-superin- 
tending Fate, so popular among ancient 
Greco-Romans and modern Asians alike, 
is inimical to liberty, which requires both 
individual choice and responsibility. 

There remain, of course, many other 
cultures besides our own. Some of them 
are older than Western culture — much 
older. Chinese and Indian cultures proba- 
bly stretch back, in something resembling 
recognizable form, to several thousand 
years before the “West” was even thought 
of. Others, such as Islamic culture in the 
Middle East, are younger. But many of 
these cultures have powerful elements, 
not easily set aside by those who espouse 
them, that are in direct contradiction to 
core Western values. 

For example, in Islamic culture, aban- 
donment of the religion of the faithful is 
unthinkable, and punishable by death. 
This means that large numbers of Mus- 
lims are particularly opaque to the influ- 
ence of foreign culture — and, more often 
than not, to benefits, such as equality of 
the sexes and individual liberty — offered 
by Western society. 

Nor are such cultural clashes a novel 
issue. Alexander Hamilton, routinely in- 
voked as the Founding Father whose vi- 
sion most accurately aligned with what 
America has in fact become, is seldom 
consulted nowadays on the matter of im- 
migration. Yet Hamilton, writing some 
years after independence, in 1802, was 
no fan of unrestricted immigration — an 
opinion decidedly out of step with mod- 
ern multiculturalism. In a time when 
constitutional limits on government 
power were still for the most part scru- 
pulously observed, Hamilton understood 
clearly the potential for alien cultures to 
change our own commitment to republi- 
can principles: 
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The safety of a republic depends es- 
sentially on the energy of a common 
National sentiment; on a uniformity 
of principles and habits; on the ex- 
emption of the citizens from foreign 
bias, and prejudice; and on that love 
of country which will almost invari- 
ably be found to be closely connected 
with birth, education and family... 
Foreigners will generally be apt to 
bring with them attachments to the 
persons they have left behind; to the 
country of their nativity, and to its 
particular customs and manners. They 
will also entertain opinions on gov- 
ernment congenial with those under 
which they have lived, or if they 
should be led hither from a prefer- 
ence to ours, how extremely unlikely 
is it that they will bring with them 
that temperate love of liberty, so es- 
sential to real republicanism? There 
may as to particular individuals, and 
at particular times, be occasional ex- 
ceptions to these remarks, yet such is 
the general rule.... By what has been 
said, it is not meant to contend for a 
total prohibition of the right of citi- 
zenship to strangers.... But there is a 
wide difference between closing the 
door altogether and throwing it en- 
tirely open.... Some reasonable term 
ought to be allowed to enable aliens 
to get rid of foreign and acquire 
American attachments; to learn the 
principles and imbibe the spirit of our 
government; and to admit of at least 
a probability of their feeling a real in- 
terest in our affairs. A residence of at 
least five years ought to be required.... 
To admit foreigners indiscriminately 
to the rights of citizens, the moment 
they put foot in our country ... would 
be nothing less, than to admit the Gre- 
cian Horse into the Citadel of our Lib- 
erty and Sovereignty. 


In sum, all countries have the right to 
control their borders, not only to restrain 
criminal activity, but also to safeguard 
their culture — especially if that culture 
upholds liberty and limited government. 

— CHARLES SCALIGER 
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A Guardian Angel 


Sergeant Jon Sterling, a police officer in 
Erlanger, Kentucky, went above and be- 
yond to help a Korean War veteran who 
needed a friend. 

Sterling met Norm four years ago after 
Norm called the station to report suspi- 
cious activity. Over the years, the two 
would run into each other occasionally 
and chat, Inside Edition reported. 

“Whenever I would see him, we would 
just stop and talk,” Sterling said. “He’s a 
very smart person. He has a very inter- 
esting view on history and politics. I just 
loved talking to him.” 

At the end of February, Sterling no- 
ticed social workers at Norm’s house and 
stopped to check in that everything was 
okay. It was then that Sterling learned 
that Norm was diagnosed with early- 
onset dementia. 

“He had lost a bunch of weight. It had 
been so long since I had seen him,” Ster- 
ling said. “His hair was as long as his 
beard. He really looked like he wasn’t tak- 
ing care of himself. He literally had gotten 
smaller.” 

Sterling learned that Norm had no close 
family members and, with the blessing of 
his wife and son, decided to take legal 
guardianship of him. “It doesn’t take any 
effort to care,” said Sterling. “Once Norm 
started down the road of not being able to 
take care of himself, it was the only logical 
step. You know, how could I not?” 

As Norm’s guardian, Sterling was able 
to check him into a hospital, and his health 
dramatically improved within days. Ster- 
ling also applied for veteran benefits on 
Norm’s behalf. With access to Norm’s 
health and bank records, Sterling was able 
to determine a care program for Norm, in- 
cluding a retirement home. 

According to Sterling, Norm’s Social 
Security benefits and veteran benefits will 
enable him to get the care that he needs, 
but he needed $5,500 to “get him in the 
door.” Sterling set up a GoFundMe page to 
help raise the money for Norm’s medical 
needs, and in just one day he raised all the 
money he needed and more. 

Norm is now set up in a retirement home 
where he will get the round-the-clock care 
that he needs. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


An Unexpected Offer 


Todd Steinkamp was traveling from Iowa 
to a funeral in De Pere, Wisconsin, on Feb- 
ruary 21 when his car broke down, forc- 
ing him to stop at the nearest repair shop, 
where he learned that his vehicle would 
not make it the rest of the way. Thankfully 
for Steinkamp, the mechanic, Glenn Geib, 
had a good heart. 

Geib took a look at Steinkamp’s vehicle 
and discovered that he had bad bearings, 
and though the vehicle could be repaired, 
it would not be done in time for Steinkamp 
to make it to the funeral in time. But with 
70 miles to go in the trip, it was clear the 
vehicle would not be able to get him there 
either. Steinkamp’s face must have re- 
vealed the disappointment he felt, because 
in the very next instant, Geib reached into 
his own pocket, took out his keys, and 
offered Steinkamp his own car, the Des 
Moines Register reported. 

“T must have looked pretty stressed-out 
at this time because Glenn then reached 
into his pocket, pulled out the keys to HIS 
own vehicle and said ‘Take my truck. Fill 
it up with gas, don’t turn on the emergen- 
cy lights and get going,’” wrote Todd on 
Facebook. 

The Waushara Argus noted that Geib 
knew Steinkamp had no options, as the 
nearest rental car place was 40 minutes 
away. 

Thanks to Geib’s generosity, Steinkamp 
was able to make it to the funeral. When 
he returned the vehicle, he and Geib talked 
for hours and they got to know each other. 
“We sat and talked for a while when I got 
back as I thanked him and he told me more 
about himself. The 74-year-old mechanic 
with a grip of steel turned a terrible day 
into a good one with a great lesson — ‘just 
be kind and help if you can.’” 


Goodness 
Begets Goodness 


Bruno Serato of Anaheim, California, has 
dedicated his life to feeding the poorer 
children of his community at the local 
Boys and Girls Club. But when disaster 
struck, Serato feared that he would be un- 
able to continue this mission. Fortunately 
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for him, his good deeds had not gone un- 
noticed, and the local community imme- 
diately reached out to offer its assistance. 

Serato ran his own restaurant, The 
White House of Anaheim, and used the 
money he made to serve gourmet Italian 
meals to the children. He created Cateri- 
na’s Club, named in honor of his mother, 
through which he delivered hearty meals 
to local children. And even when he was 
spending more money to fund the project 
than he was taking in, he refinanced his 
home to ensure that he could continue to 
feed the children. 

“Feeding a child should be a priority 
for anyone. But sometimes all they get is 
junk food from a vending machine. And 
that isn’t dinner,” he said. “I can’t go to 
sleep unless I’ve done everything I can to 
feed a hungry child for the day.” 

Unfortunately, his restaurant burned 
down from an electrical fire on February 
4, leaving him without income and, there- 
fore, without the ability to feed the local 
children. “This fire destroyed everything 
I’ve worked for [for] 30 years. And it’s 
like, we need to find a kitchen somewhere 
because we need to do the pasta for the 
children,” Bruno said. 

But the community reached out to Se- 
rato, offering him kind words, money, and 
the culinary resources necessary to con- 
tinue to prepare meals for the children of 
the Boys and Girls Club. 

According to CBS News, local estab- 
lishments offered their kitchens so that 
Serato could cook meals for the kids. One 
such establishment is the Highway 39 
Event Center. “He can stay here as long 
as he wants, or until he finds something 
permanent,” said Michael Keener, the di- 
rector of operations at Highway 39. “He 
takes such good care of the kids. When 
the fire happened, I think he was worried 
more about the kids than the restaurant.” 

Additionally, a GoFundMe page was 
set up to help Serato rebuild his restau- 
rant. According to the page, Serato’s fire 
insurance is not enough to “adequately 
cover the rebuild nor help his employees 
or charitable works.” 

As of March 2, the page had raised 
nearly $170,000 of its $350,000 goal. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Committee on Public Information 


At the outset of America’s involvement in WWI, the Wilson administration needed to 
convince a reluctant country to fight, so mass media was enlisted to propagandize. 
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When U.S. government messaging combined with mass media: Headed by former journalist 
George Creel, the U.S. government’s Committee on Public Information demanded public support 
for WWI through a comprehensive propaganda campaign. 


by Michael Telzrow 


erman-born Robert Paul Prager 
( had been living in the United 
States since 1905 when he was 
dragged from his home, stripped to his 
underwear, and lynched just outside the 
city limits of Collinsville, Illinois, in the 
early morning of April 5, 1918. His attack- 
ers were ultimately acquitted of the crime 
of murder, justified by a suspicion that 
Prager might have been a German spy. An 
aspiring miner and no spy, Prager was the 
unfortunate victim of an irrational wave 
of anti-German hysteria that gripped much 
of the United States after its entry into the 
First World War. How could this happen in 
the United States, a country that followed 
the rule of law? The roots of this wave of 
prejudice found fertile ground in a federal 
organization that President Woodrow Wil- 
son had established to marshal support for 
the U.S. war effort. 
On April 13, 1917, President Woodrow 
Wilson issued Executive Order 2549, es- 
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tablishing the Committee on Public Infor- 
mation (CPI). This governmental entity, 
unique in American history, became the 
official propaganda arm of the U.S. gov- 
ernment. Led by outspoken journalist and 
social-justice reformer George Creel, the 
committee mobilized an astonishingly 
wide-ranging propaganda campaign in 
support of Wilson’s war. Charged with 
shaping public opinion through a multi- 
layered effort, the CPI used every type 
of media available. By the end of 1918, 
its multiple branches had produced thou- 
sands of posters, publications, films, and 
speeches across the country. 

When the United States entered WWI 
in 1917, Wilson made it clear that he in- 
tended to commit every resource avail- 
able. “We are mobilizing a nation as well 
as creating an Army, and that means we 
must keep every instrumentality at its 
highest pitch of efficiency and guided 
by thoughtful intelligence,” he remarked 
on April 9, 1917. America was a divided 
nation in 1917, divided by opinion over 


whether the United States should join the 
war effort by sending troops to Europe. 
Concerned about securing popular sup- 
port for the war, Wilson turned to for- 
mer journalist Creel to head the newly 
formed CPI. Creel would later call the 
CPI “the world’s greatest adventure in 
advertising.” 

The United States faced a formidable 
task on the eve of its involvement in 
WWI. Leaving aside the obvious chal- 
lenges of raising and equipping a massive 
army, there remained the question of pub- 
lic support for the war. Although a large 
segment of the population was solidly 
sympathetic to England and France, there 
remained a sizable segment of the popu- 
lation in opposition to the war, including 
eight million Americans who traced their 
ancestry to Germany. Pacifism and nonin- 
terventionism remained strong in parts of 
the West and Northwest. Then there were 
those of Irish descent eager to see Brit- 
ain, if not defeated, at least preoccupied. 
Many, too, had been calling for American 
involvement as early as 1914. 

The task of uniting the opposing groups 
fell to Creel. Born in Missouri, Creel had 
embarked on a career in journalism, first 
starting in Kansas City, Missouri. It was 
there that he earned a reputation as an 
outspoken, if not indiscreet, reformer. 
Working as editor for The Independent, 
he publicly attacked politicians, in par- 
ticular Kansas City boss Tom Pendergast. 
After relocating to Denver, Creel contin- 
ued his politically active reform activi- 
ties. He continued to call for child-labor 
laws, women’s suffrage, direct primary 
recall, and a host of other popular reform 
remedies. A strong advocate of govern- 
ment involvement in everyday life, Creel 
conversely held an almost reverent opti- 
mism in the decision-making ability of 
American citizens. He was convinced 
that Americans would ultimately make 
the right decisions if they were merely 
presented with the facts, for within the 
facts lay the fundamental truths that no 
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amount of censorship could conceal. 
Speaking before the House Committee 
on Appropriations, Creel opined, “Ger- 
man propaganda failed in this country 
... because honest, decent people inevi- 
tably turn against dishonesty.” Honest 
propaganda seemed the best approach in 
Creel’s estimation. 

Convinced that nothing short of com- 
plete solidarity could ensure American 
success, Creel launched a movement that 
helped change American opinion from one 
of reluctance to acceptance. By employ- 
ing artists, filmmakers, writers, reformers, 
and ordinary citizens, Creel and the CPI 
were able to convince a reluctant, anti-war 
public that the future of democracy hung 
in the balance. In doing so, Creel struck a 
deep chord within Americans who saw the 
United States as the most robust example 
of republican democracy on Earth. Driven 
by a moral imperative characteristic of re- 
formers, Creel attacked the problem with 
an almost religious zeal. Thus, the CPI 
served as the mouthpiece of Wilsonian 
idealism, and it was that connection that 
swept America into a war few had wanted 
and many feared. 


Organized Propaganda 

As an organization, the CPI employed 
over 20,000 men and women (most of 
them volunteers), attracting writers, 
intellectuals, artists, and progressive 
reformers. Two sections (Domestic 
and Foreign) oversaw the activities of 
more than 20 subdivisions. There were 
divisions for almost every human activ- 
ity, including business management and 
“women’s work.” No aspect of Ameri- 
can life was left untouched by the CPI. 
Some of the most important subdivisions 
included the Film Division, Labor Publi- 
cations Divisions, Pictorial Publications 
Division, and the Division of Four Min- 
ute Men. 

The Four Minute Men Division em- 
ployed over 15,000 volunteer public 
speakers who addressed the public in a va- 
riety of venues, including motion-picture 
theaters during intermissions. More than 
3,000 local chairmen directed the activi- 
ties of men whose four-minute speeches 
were carefully drafted and supervised 
by CPI writers. The subjects dealt with 
a range of war effort themes, including 
support for Liberty Bonds or the threat of 
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German-born Robert Paul Prager had been living in the United 
States since 1905 when he was dragged from his home, stripped 
to his underwear, and lynched just outside the city limits of 


Collinsville, Illinois, in the early morning of April 5, 1918. 


Germany to the American way of life. The 
government considered all motion-picture 
theaters as a part of the Four Minute Men 
organization. In communities where no 
theaters existed, speakers were encour- 
aged to find other suitable public venues. 
Questions were not to be entertained, and 
the speeches were not to exceed four min- 
utes in length. 

All encompassing, the numerous divi- 
sions managed to insert the CPI into vir- 
tually every human activity. It established 
rules for telegram censorship, produced 
films showing war progress, mobilized the 
advertising forces of the country, distrib- 
uted and censored photographs, created 
pamphlets, and managed its own wireless 
and telegram news and wireless news ser- 
vice. So comprehensive was its reach that 
Joseph Goebbels would later look to it as 
the model propaganda machine. 

Perhaps the most enduring legacy of 
the CPI may be found in the posters cre- 


Controlling the message on a global scale: In order to contr 


ated by the Division of Pictorial Public- 
ity. Employing such artists as Charles 
Dana Gibson, James Montgomery Flagg, 
and Joseph Pennell, the pictorial division 
created powerful imagery designed to 
boost enlistments, demonize the enemy, 
sell war bonds, and galvanize the home 
front. So important was the task that 
America’s best illustrators be employed 
in the effort that after the war Creel re- 
marked, “It was not only that America 
needed posters, but it needed the best 
posters ever drawn.” 

Some of the most popular posters in- 
cluded Frederick Strothmann’s Beat Back 
the Hun With Liberty Bonds, showing a 
blood-dripping, monstrous Hun, peering 
over the edge of a destroyed Europe with 
his eyes on America; and Walter White- 
head’s Come On!, which depicted an 
American soldier standing defiantly over 
a dead German soldier. Other examples 
emphasized alleged German atrocities. 
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ol the wartime message globally, 


the CPI set up offices in Europe. Edward Bernays, historically know as the “father of public 
relations,” appears second from the right among a group of CPI delegates to Europe. 
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Following earlier British and French examples, the CPI produced 
a series of posters depicting German soldiers as brutal, beast-like 
creatures guilty of killing Belgian women and children. This graphic 


portrayal sought to enrage Americans. 


Following earlier British and French ex- 
amples, the CPI produced a series of post- 
ers depicting German soldiers as brutal, 
beast-like creatures guilty of killing Bel- 
gian women and children. This graphic 
portrayal sought to enrage Americans, 
creating a moral obligation to stop Ger- 
man aggression in any way possible. One 
particular poster depicted German offi- 
cers choking a woman, and proclaimed, 
“Such a civilization (Germany) is not fit 
to live.” Such imagery, while important in 
creating a negative image of the enemy, 
had a deleterious effect on the American 
population of German descent. It natu- 
rally created a feeling of distrust 
among their fellow Americans not 
of German descent. 

As to the press, a Syndicate 
Features Division employed 
novelists and writers, such as 
Booth Tarkington and celebrated 
“muckraker” Ida Tarbell, in an ef- 
fort to provide newspapers with 
appropriate material. It distribut- 
ed “educational war articles” to 
more than 2,000 weekend papers 
throughout the country, reaching 
a circulation as high as seven mil- 
lion. The most popular article in 
a series entitled Red White and 
Blue was written by Elmer E. 
Still and Wallace Notestein of 
the University of Minnesota. En- 
titled “Conquest and Kultur,” it 
was a compilation of statements 
from German officials detailing 
Germany’s desire to dominate 
the world. “Only its full and fair 
presentation,” wrote the authors 
“can enable the American people 
to know it is from which they are 
defending their land.” Eschewing 
fact and reality, Stanford profes- 
sor John S. P. Tatlock penned a 
fantastic imaginary story about 
an invasion of America by Ger- 
man troops, complete with gory 
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scenes of murder, arson, and rape. Tat- 
lock concluded by saying that such 
scenes were being played out in Europe 
on a grand scale, while ignoring the un- 
likelihood of a trans-Atlantic invasion. 
At the series’ peak production, articles 
such as these were reaching 25,000,000 
people each month. 


Anti-German Sentiment 

A toxic byproduct of the efficient depic- 
tion of Germans as beasts was the emer- 
gence of a growing anti-German senti- 
ment at home. When America entered the 
war, many American citizens of German 


Men, gave patriotic speeches in movie theaters and churches, 
and on street corners. The speeches were officially approved. 


descent were suspected of disloyalty, par- 
ticularly those who held strong feelings of 
affection for their German heritage. This 
assumption, fanned by the CPI’s highly ef- 
ficient propaganda campaign, manifested 
itself in a negative reaction to all things 
German. In a show of patriotism, sympho- 
nies refused to perform works of German 
composers, schools dropped German lan- 
guage courses, and demands were made 
on the Treasury Department to force banks 
to drop the name “German-American” 
from their title. 

Americans of German descent were 
also subjected to insults that in some 
cases took on a physical dimension. Most 
of these acts were petty in nature, but the 
case of the aforementioned Robert Paul 
Prager illustrates the tragic side of CPI- 
fueled anti-German prejudice. Robert Paul 
Prager, a one-eyed, unnaturalized 33-year- 
old from Dresden, became the target of a 
union mob in south central Illinois. Prager, 
who had a history of unemployment, pos- 
sibly due in part to his irascible de- 
meanor, had come to Collinsville, 
Illinois, for work and had made 
application to the local chapter of 
the United Mine Workers Union. 
It was summarily rejected by the 
union president on the grounds 
that Prager harbored socialist 
sympathies, and that he was a bad 
risk. At the time, the nearby com- 
munity of Maryville, where the 
mine was located, was overcome 
by the frenzy of anti-German sen- 
timent. Rumors were circulated 
claiming that German spies were 
working in the area with plans to 
detonate explosives in the local 
mine. Prager, a German alien, un- 
married and a lukewarm socialist, 
was a likely suspect. 

Incensed by this apparent in- 
justice, Prager attacked the local 
union official in an open letter, 
prompting a contingent of min- 
ers to take action. Convinced 
that Prager was a German spy, 
75 miners removed Prager from 
his home and subjected him to a 
night of terror. He was forced to 
march through the town draped in 
the American flag. He was sub- 
sequently taken into protective 
custody by the authorities, but a 
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Demonizing the enemy and playing on patriotism: To move the American war effort into high gear, the U.S. government hired America’s finest 
illustrators to lead the people down the correct path. CPI posters motivated Americans to buy bonds, work harder, and despise the enemy. 


drunken mob forcibly removed him from 
the jail, stripped him to his underwear, 
and marched him through the streets. De- 
spite Prager’s pleas of innocence, a mob 
of over 200 onlookers watched a handful 
of miners clumsily attempt to hang Prag- 
er from a tree. Unsuccessful on the first 
try, the miners freed Prager momentarily 
so he could make a last statement. Prager 
took the time to write a short note to his 
parents in Germany, said a few prayers 
in German, and allegedly told the min- 
ers, “Go ahead and kill me, but wrap me 
in the flag when you bury me.” At 12:30 
a.m., April 5, 1918, 15 miners and two 
witnesses taught Robert Paul Prager what 
it meant to be a true patriot. Prager’s as- 
sailants were charged with murder, but 
escaped conviction on the grounds that he 
was a spy. Writing about the tragedy, the 
Washington Post unabashedly endorsed 
anti-German hysteria as a laudable thing, 
opining, “In spite of excesses such as 
lynching, it is a healthful and wholesome 
awakening in the interior of the country.” 


Destruction of Free Speech 

and Civil Liberties 

It is often said that during war, freedom 
of speech is the first casualty. World War 
I was no exception. Believing that they 
were engaged in an existential struggle 
with the forces of evil, many Americans 
accepted a temporary suspension of civil 
liberties. At the same time, there were 
many who strongly criticized such poli- 
cies that limited speech and expression. 
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The issue did not escape the notice of 
George Creel and members of the CPI. 

Hoping to avoid the strict military cen- 
sorship that plagued the Europeans, Creel 
conveyed to Wilson that “expression, not 
suppression” was the wisest approach. On 
May 28, 1917, the CPI issued a Prelimi- 
nary Statement to the Press of the United 
States. Drafted largely by Creel, it ex- 
plained that the exigencies of war called 
for a re-evaluation of the method in which 
news was handled. 

Arguing for minimum censorship, the 
statement divided news into three cat- 
egories: dangerous, questionable, and 
routine. Dangerous news concerned re- 
leases on military operations, movement 
of official missions, and other potentially 
sensitive concerns, which were not to 
be reported. Material deemed sensitive 
was to be published only after approval 
by the CPI. News items that fell into 
the routine category, the most common 
news items, were left up to the discretion 
of editors and writers. The CPI encour- 
aged the submission of routine material 
in questionable cases. Once the material 
was approved, it received the CPI stamp 
“Passed by the Committee on Public In- 
formation.” While these regulations were 
entirely voluntary, the CPI made it clear 
that they were to be followed to the letter. 
An irresponsible press could prove to be 
a “menace when the Nation is at war.” So 
the burden of responsibility fell squarely 
upon the shoulders of editors and writers 
across the nation. Creel hoped that these 
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editors might come together, compelled 
by “aroused patriotism,” in a show of 
solidarity and self-regulation. 

Despite his public aversion to censor- 
ship, Creel was appointed to the Censor- 
ship Board. This committee was charged 
with regulating the government’s censor- 
ship activities, and Creel’s association 
with it seemed to contradict his policy of 
voluntary censorship. When asked wheth- 
er the First Amendment guaranteed free- 
dom of speech and press, Creel replied, 
“We have never had absolute freedom of 
speech. In war, ... there is a difference be- 
tween free speech and seditious speech.” 
Indeed, others such as constitutional law 
professor and friend of Woodrow Wilson 
Edward S. Corwin echoed Creel’s senti- 
ment, claiming that Congress possessed 
the right and authority to restrict speech 
during wartime. 

Free speech is the foundational free- 
dom enjoyed by all Americans, but dur- 
ing WWI, that right was suppressed with 
the passage of the Espionage and Sedition 
Acts. These acts made unlawful the pub- 
lic criticism of government leaders and 
war policies. Although the CPI was not 
responsible for their passage or enforce- 
ment, these acts gave the CPI some level 
of coercive power when dealing with 
the press, and law-enforcement agencies 
were all too willing to use the Espionage 
Act to force compliance with the CPI’s 
policy of “voluntary censorship.” In par- 
ticular, section 3 of Title I and Title XII 
gave the Justice Department the authority 
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Belt tightening: During WWI Americans were encouraged to eat less by the CPI, and Fhe did. 
Americans altered their eating habits to ensure victory over the Germans. 


to prosecute approximately 2,000 cases. 
Penalties were severe and included a pos- 
sible 20-year prison sentence. The Sedi- 
tion Act of May 16, 1918 extended the 
lens to anyone caught obstructing the sale 
of Liberty Bonds. In an effort to make the 
law all-inclusive, the writing, printing, 
or saying of anything “disloyal, profane, 
scurrilous, or abusive” about America be- 
came illegal. 

The censorship that Creel had wished 
to avoid found acceptance. Postmaster 
Albert S. Burleson effectively denied ac- 
cess to the mail for a subset of Ameri- 
cans. Publications deemed unpatriotic 
(e.g., anti-British, anti-war, pro-Irish 
independence) were banned from the 
mail. Overt censorship reached every as- 
pect of American life, including the arts. 
Robert Goldstein’s film The Spirit of ’76 
was seized under Title XI of the Espio- 
nage Act. Goldstein made the mistake of 
showing Loyalist British troops and their 
Indian allies slaughtering retreating Pa- 
triots during the American Revolution at 
the Battle of Wyoming. Whether or not 
the film was historically accurate, the 
nation could not allow the viewing of a 
film about a particularly brutal episode 
with England — a country with which the 
United States was now allied in a quest to 
defeat Germany. Not only was the film 
seized, Goldstein was sentenced to 10 
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years in federal custody. President Wil- 
son subsequently commuted his sentence 
to three years. 


From Noninterventionism 

to Global War 

Creel’s crusade to reach all Americans 
with a message of conformity and unity as 
regards the war effort was largely success- 
ful. The CPI was unlike anything anyone 
had seen before. Its national network of 
information and propaganda was respon- 
sible for mobilizing the nation for World 
War I. Creel’s CPI was a model of effi- 
ciency that sold the war to an ambivalent 
public. But the work of the CPI held dan- 
gerous implications for liberty. The CPI’s 
support of “voluntary censorship” allowed 
for the suspension of freedom of speech 
and the press. 

Despite Creel’s faith in the judgment 
of the average American, his success in 
rousing the general public to high lev- 
els of anti-German sentiment proved 
his theory false. The success of the CPI 
rested on its ability to appeal to emotion, 
rather than rationality. Before the war, 
Creel had written in defense of Wilson’s 
pacifism. Speaking of those who wanted 
to enter the war, he wrote, “It is the in- 
tent to keep the people so busy feeling, 
that they will have no time for thinking.” 
Ironically, Creel’s CPI did just that dur- 


ing the war. In 1916, Wilson had run for 
president on the slogan “He kept us out 
of war.” One year later, his propaganda 
arm under the leadership of Creel had 
relegated that slogan to the trash heap. 
The CPI’s total monopolization of pub- 
lic information through an enormous and 
unrelenting megaphone of pro-war pro- 
paganda convinced Americans that war 
with Germany was not only necessary, 
but morally justified. 

Creel’s propaganda machine was so ef- 
fective that in Mein Kampf, Hitler himself 
acknowledged the success of the CPI as 
a model for what could be accomplished 
with propaganda. Although Creel’s intent 
was to present an honest and objective 
view of the war, the unifying message was 
that America was engaged in a struggle 
against evil. Anyone disagreeing with that 
premise was subject to patriotic shaming, 
and in some cases prosecution. 


Modern-day CPI 
On the face of it, though the CPI appears 
to be the product of another age and of no 
concern for us today, Americans are now 
faced with a similarly conformist national 
press — one in which a progressive mes- 
sage of globalism and socialism is peddled 
with all of the religious fervor and intoler- 
ance for dissent that characterized Creel’s 
CPI. Whereas Creel’s intentions were hon- 
est — he believed that his objective pre- 
sentation of the facts honored the capacity 
of Americans to make the right decisions 
— the present day media distrust the aver- 
age American, and force-feed the public 
dishonest and destructive messages in pur- 
suit of fundamental changes to America’s 
culture and political landscape. Although 
not an official arm of the government, the 
establishment media functions in a state of 
near complete monopoly that would have 
appalled even the likes of George Creel. 
Fortunately, a growing number of 
freedom-loving Americans have found 
alternative sources for information, such 
as THE NEW AMERICAN and other publica- 
tions and online resources that offer a dif- 
ferent worldview than the establishment 
press. Despite occasional challenges to 
their survival, these outlets will continue 
to enlighten Americans about threats to 
their liberties, and will serve as a bulwark 
against the conformist message of the es- 
tablishment media. Hl 
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The index you've used to track whether your congressman is voting 
according to the Constitution now features cumulative scores online, 
as well as scores for former congressmen, at TheNewAmerican.com/ 
freedomindex. A perfect resource for the online activist! 


EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Bringing a Pickaxe 
to a Gun Fight 


WPMI, the NBC news affiliate in Mobile, 
Alabama, reported on February 28 about 
a terrifying incident where a deranged 
man used a pickaxe to break through 
three doors to gain entry to a business. 
The event unfolded when 20-year-old 
Sedrick Jemison allegedly used a pick- 
axe to smash open a door to Elite Ma- 
rine, a seller of used watercraft, in Foley, 
Alabama. The 74-year-old owner of the 
business lives on the premises and was 
asleep in his bedroom at the time of the 
break-in. The noise from Jemison’s shat- 
tering the glass on the front door woke 
the owner up. 

The scared business owner quickly re- 
trieved his personal firearm and readied his 
weapon, as he could hear the intruder get- 
ting further and further into his business. 

Jemison continued his invasion and 
successfully broke down the main en- 
trance to the business and began cutting 
down a second door to get back to the 
living area. The owner pointed his gun at 
his bedroom door when he saw the end 
of the pickaxe smash through it. As the 
door gave way and Jemison barged into 
his bedroom, the owner fired his weapon, 
hitting Jemison multiple times. The busi- 
ness owner called 911, and authorities 
soon arrived to discover Jemison’s life- 
less body at the scene. 

Foley Police Captain Thurston Bullock 
told WPMI that the suspect had his face 
covered when he broke in to the bedroom 
and lunged at the victim: “At that point 
he was in the room with him. He came 
in with a black bandanna on his face.” 
“He [the businessman] had every right to 
be in fear for his life and he took action 
accordingly. And if he hadn’t, I think the 
tables would have been turned,” Captain 
Bullock told WPMI. 

Kathy Thompson, who lives near Elite 
Marine, told WPMI that the business 
owner was left with no other choice but to 
use deadly force. “I don’t know what he 
could do besides let him kill him. He had 
to defend himself. He broke through that 
many doors, came with an ax you have to 
do what you have to do,” she told WPMI. 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ [EEE #35383. 


Stalker Shot 


KPLC, the NBC affiliate in Lake Charles, 
Louisiana, reported on February 23 about 
a case of a stalker who finally pushed 
his victim too far. The alleged stalker, 
31-year-old Derrick Brown, is a former 
acquaintance of one member of a Lake 
Charles family, and police say he had 
been harassing the person for quite some 
time. Two days after a recent burglary, 
law enforcement said, Brown returned 
to the home. He allegedly tried to force 
his way in as the former acquaintance, a 
woman, tried to close the door. Brown 
was much stronger than the woman and 
was able to force the door open. The 
woman had a pistol on her, and she fired 
at Brown, hitting him. 

The injured Brown ran from the house 
into the car of a friend, who was waiting in 
a cemetery behind the house. The accom- 
plice drove Brown to a hospital, where he 
received treatment for his injuries, which 
were not life-threatening. 

The Calcasieu Parish Sheriff’s Office 
told KPLC that police believe Brown 
stole a cellphone and a vehicle from the 
house in the burglary that took place two 
days before the shooting. The cellphone 
was recovered after Brown was arrested, 
but the vehicle has not yet been found. 
Brown was charged with simple burglary 
of an inhabited dwelling, attempted simple 
burglary of an inhabited dwelling, illegal 
possession of stolen things, cocaine pos- 
session with intent to distribute, stalking, 
theft of over $750, and theft of a motor 
vehicle, and is being held at the Calcasieu 
Correctional Center. 


Death at the Donut Shop 


The criminals who targeted a donut shop 
for a robbery probably assumed it would 
be an easy target, but you know what they 
say happens when one assumes. KABC, 
the ABC affiliate in Los Angeles, reported 
on February 24 about two robbery suspects 
who broke in to a Lancaster, California- 
based donut shop called Sugary Donut, 
a little before 3 a.m. The criminals likely 
thought that no one would be in the store 
at that time, but an employee was there 
making the donuts for the early-morning 


customers. Unfortunately for the robbers, 
this was no ordinary employee. According 
to police investigators, the employee had 
prior experience working in donut shops, 
where he has been victimized, leading him 
to arm himself and be prepared for any re- 
peat occurrence of such a crime. 

Lieutenant John Corina of the Los An- 
geles County Sheriff’s Department Hom- 
icide Bureau explained to KABC that the 
employee who was working at the time 
“had been the victim of a robbery before, 
he had been robbed at a previous donut 
shop where he worked.” 

The employee was armed and ready 
when he heard the sounds of the two men 
breaking in to the store. One of the men, 
who authorities believe was armed with 
a tire iron, went behind the counter and 
menacingly approached the employee 
and the female owner of the store. The 
armed employee, in fear for his life and 
the life of his employer, fired at the sus- 
pect, fatally injuring him. The second sus- 
pect, who was busy grabbing money from 
the cash register at this time, heard the 
shots and quickly ran from the shop, and 
is still being sought by law enforcement. 
The employee dialed 911, and the police 
who responded discovered one suspect, 
who was pronounced dead at the scene. 
Police said one suspect did grab the cash 
register, but dropped it when the shoot- 
ing began. Lt. Corina did not explicitly 
say the shooting was justified because 
the investigation is still ongoing, but he 
did admit that it appeared the employee 
was lawfully exercising his rights. “Well, 
it’s legal in California. You work inside 
your business, you can be armed. You can 
have a weapon inside your business, just 
like you can have a weapon inside your 
home,” he told KABC. Authorities recov- 
ered the vehicle they believe was used by 
the suspects, and they feel they are much 
closer to finding the surviving suspect. 

The owner of the donut shop expressed 
gratitude for the fast actions of her em- 
ployee and said that both he and she are 
still trying to come to terms with what 
happened. “He is very shook up and so 
am I.... I’m just glad that he’s okay,” the 
donut shop owner told KTLA. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Dodd-Frank Act: 
a 2,500-page Billionaire 
Protection Measure 


ITEM: USA Today, in an editorial for 
July 12, 2016, wondered why — especially 
before an election — any politicians would 
be speaking against the Dodd-Frank Act. 
The newspaper’s editors acknowledged in 
passing that it has “its flaws,” but main- 
tained that “by and large it has made Wall 
Street less like Las Vegas.” Its conclusion: 
“Given Wall Street's deceptions and mis- 
calculations in creating the financial cri- 
sis, its a wonder that anyone would think 
it needs regulatory relief.” 

ITEM: Following the elections, the New 
York Times, in a January 30 piece entitled 
“Republicans’ Paths to Unraveling the 
Dodd-Frank Act,” noted that both Presi- 
dent Trump and GOP members on Capi- 
tol Hill were moving against the “law that 
overhauled financial regulation after the 
2008 financial crisis.” 

After setting up a straw man, the Times 
news report proclaimed: “In reality, the 
president cannot unravel Dodd-Frank 
with a stroke of a pen, and congressional 
Republicans will find it easier to chip away 
at the law than to repeal it altogether.” 
ITEM: Reuters reported on February 28 
that “congressional Republicans are tak- 
ing aim at the regulatory process through 
which some financial institutions become 
subject to heightened regulation because 
they are deemed too big to fail.” The con- 
gressional report in question, prepared by 
Republicans in the House Financial Servic- 
es Committee, is going to be used as part 
of a move “to overhaul the Dodd-Frank 
financial reform law,” said the wire service. 

The Dodd-Frank law, noted Reuters, 
also set up the Financial Stability Over- 
sight Council (FSOC), which “labels 
some financial companies as ‘systemically 
important.’ Those are the ones that face 
heightened capital requirements from the 
Federal Reserve and other regulators.” 
ITEM: CNBC reported on February 28: 
“Smaller banks may be under significant 
burden from federal regulations, but not 
all of them came from the 2010 Dodd- 
Frank financial reform act, Barney Frank 
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Red ink? The Dodd-Frank Act created a blizzard of regulations for banks. As one result, according 
to banker Walter McLaughlin, “the percentage of small loans (under $1 million) by banks to 
businesses” declined steeply, “having been sliced to just 19.7 percent.” 


told CNBC.... The Democratic former 
U.S. representative from Massachusetts 
pushed back against Republican lawmak- 
ers’ criticism that Dodd-Frank restricts 
small banks’ ability to lend to lower-in- 
come loan seekers.” 

ITEM: The Los Angeles Times, in a piece 
on February 26, declared: “Experts said 
some changes to Dodd-Frank could be 
helpful, but that its regulations, including 
tighter lending standards, have made the 
financial system safer.” 
CORRECTION: It is not surprising that 
those who think utopia can be attained by 
passing larger and more intrusive laws 
and regulations would be defenders of the 
Dodd-Frank Act. 

After all, these are the same charlatans 
who claimed that the financial crisis in 
2008 that engendered Dodd-Frank was 
caused by deregulation — when it was 
multitudinous and misguided rules and 
regulations that were largely at fault. That 
didn’t stop President Obama from calling 
for a financial regulatory “transformation 
on a scale not seen since the reforms that 
followed the Great Depression.” 

We’ve met these folks before: They pat 
you on the back because they want you 
to cough something up — usually your 
money and your liberty. 

Disasters represent openings for such 


opportunists. As one Obama acolyte fa- 
mously put it: You never want a serious 
crisis to go to waste. Dodd-Frank (or 
“Dodd-Frankenstein” in the Economists 
words) was born of such a crisis. The law, 
which did turn out to be a horror story, 
was a product of its Democrat cosponsors, 
Connecticut Senator Chris Dodd and Mas- 
sachusetts Congressman Barney Frank. 
Douglas Holtz-Eakin, the former chair- 
man of the Congressional Budget Office, 
last year reviewed some of the actual cul- 
prits of the financial crisis — including 


over-regulation (e.g., the affordable 
housing standards imposed on Fannie 
Mae and Freddie Mac) ... and poor 
regulation.... In the process, Dodd- 
Frank was also filled with provisions 
that had nothing to do with the crisis 
per se, whether it is the expensive Vol- 
cker Rule (which limits proprietary 
trading that had nothing to do with 
the crisis) or the conflict minerals rule 
(which has served only to inflict eco- 
nomic damage on the Congo). 


The Congo reference is an example of how 
far afield Dodd-Frank reaches — literally, 
many thousands of miles. The law requires 
companies to report about whether they 
have received any “conflict minerals” from 
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the Democratic Republic of the Congo. As 
a result, the government in the DR Congo 
restricted and even shut down its own in- 
dustry for a time. As of 2011, just 11 of the 
900-plus mines in South Kivu province 
were found to meet the standards of Dodd- 
Frank. As a result, noted the American Ac- 
tion Forum, more than “11 million people 
who were employed in the mines” had been 
“forced to find work elsewhere — often- 
times with an armed militia.” 

Meanwhile, in this country — despite 
the claims of some — the banking system 
was really not rendered safer because of 
the new rules. Even Harvard economist 
Larry Summers, an enthusiastic backer 
of Dodd-Frank, admitted in a September 
2016 paper that, “to our surprise,” capital 
market information was “inconsistent with 
the view that banks are far safer today than 
they were before the crisis. If anything, 
measures of volatility appear to be higher 
post-crisis than they were pre-crisis.” 

The law was passed in a highly partisan 
vote led by Democrats and opposed by Re- 
publicans. At the time, then-Senate Minor- 
ity Leader Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.) pre- 
dicted: “The White House will call this a 
victory. But as credit tightens, regulations 
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multiply, and job creation slows even fur- 
ther as a result of this bill, they’ll have a 
hard time convincing the American people 
that this is a victory for them.” 

The law grew exponentially over the 
years — since it essentially directed bu- 
reaucrats “to make still more regulations 
and create more bureaucracies,” as ex- 
plained by Jonathan Macey of Yale Law 
School. The Economist in London charted 
the convoluted “plethora of new govern- 
ment powers and agencies” that were given 
“authority over areas of the American fi- 
nancial system and economy affecting 
veterans, students, the elderly, minorities, 
investor advocacy and education, whistle- 
blowers, credit-rating agencies, municipal 
securities, the entire commodity supply 
chain of industrial companies, and more.” 

Not surprisingly, adding more rules to 
a regulatory problem made matters worse, 
not better. And just as President Trump 
said in late January (the denials of the 
left-wing media notwithstanding), the law 
did make it more difficult for start-up busi- 
nesses and for many seeking loans — all 
of which tends to restrain the economy. As 
noted by John Berlau, a senior fellow at 
the Competitive Enterprise Institute, the 


Big-bank bonanza: The Dodd-Frank Act was touted as a plan to stave off another instance where 
the government needs to bail out too-big-to-fail banks, but it, instead, virtually guarantees that 
government will have to go to the rescue of big banks. 
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“Dodd-Frank so-called financial reform 
law has been a huge burden to community 
banks, credit unions, and consumers.” 

Not everyone in the industry is unhappy 
with living in a byzantine world. No, the 
billionaires and the largest banks are not 
shedding tears over the fact that the law 
makes it more difficult for small communi- 
ty banks to compete. House Financial Ser- 
vices Chairman Jeb Hensarling (R-Texas), 
who opposes Dodd-Frank, has rightly ob- 
served that the law “confers a competitive 
advantage on those large financial institu- 
tions that have the resources to navigate its 
mind-numbing complexity.” 

The official name of the massive law 
is the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform 
and Consumer Protection Act. However, 
if Congress had to comply with federal 
labeling requirements, it might well have 
been named the Billionaire and Big Bank 
Protection Act. Nor did the supposed solu- 
tion to the financial crisis end the notion of 
“too-big-to-fail” banks; rather, it made that 
a law — and guaranteed that you and I will 
pay for a future bailout if these banks fail. 

Anew book by William Cohan, entitled 
Why Wall Street Matters, argues for the 
junking of Dodd-Frank. The author points 
to the complications and overreaching of 
the measure, noting that the law itself is 
2,300 pages long and its implementing 
rules add another 22,000 more pages. 
Little wonder that, as he puts it, the “job 
of nearly one out of every five people 
working on Wall Street these days is to 
watch what the other four people do all 
day long.” 

The law has engendered numerous 
free-enterprise critiques. Tho Bishop cor- 
rectly pointed out for the Mises Institute 
that this response wound up increasing 
“costs on consumers while further under- 
mining the stability of the banking sector 
by making the ‘Too Big to Fail’ banks 
bigger.” The nation, he wrote in early 
February, “faces dangerous bank consoli- 
dation due to the mountains of red tape 
Dodd-Frank has created for lenders, forc- 
ing many small and community banks to 
merge with larger financial institutions. 
Since Dodd-Frank has passed, only three 
banks have been chartered in the U.S.” 
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The Democratic big-government solu- 
tion, as explained in a policy document 
prepared by Mark Calabria for the Cato 
Institute, “expands the bank safety net 
and continues using the banking sys- 
tem as an avenue to redistribute wealth. 
Dodd-Frank will likely increase both the 
frequency and severity of financial crises 
by further reducing market discipline and 
increasing the political control of our fi- 
nancial system.” 

One section of the law in particular 
(Section 619) — which has been dubbed 
the Volcker Rule, after former Federal Re- 
serve Chairman Paul Volcker — has been 
roasted by Norbert Michel, a research 
fellow specializing in financial regula- 
tions for the Heritage Foundation’s Roe 
Institute for Economic Policy Studies. As 
Michel observed, this rule 


represents perhaps the single largest 
wasted federal effort of the 21st cen- 
tury. Ostensibly, it prohibits feder- 
ally insured banks from engaging in 
what’s known as proprietary trading 
— that is, making risky investments 
solely for their own profit. 

It may sound logical to stop banks 
from taking “risky bets” with federal- 
ly insured deposits, but that’s exactly 
the business they’ re in. To stop banks 
from making risky bets with insured 
deposits, regulators would have to 
stop banks from (among other things) 
making commercial loans, buying 
or selling all kinds of bonds, using 
derivatives that reduce risk, making 
home mortgages, consumer loans, 
and even working capital loans to 
small businesses. 

The fact that banking regulators 
limited all of these activities long be- 
fore the 2008 financial crisis, along 
with the fact that Lehman Brothers, 
Bear Stearns, and American Inter- 
national Group were not insured de- 
pository institutions, underscores the 
sheer insanity of this effort. 

The [Trump administration] can 
do the economy a huge favor by an- 
nouncing its support for repealing the 
Volcker Rule. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 
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This rule is apparently the Obama/Demo- 
crat way of doing business. It was brought 
to task by the Economist article cited pre- 
viously (“Too big not to fail,” dated Febru- 
ary 18, 2012). That exposé revealed that in 
November of 2011, “four of the five feder- 
al agencies charged with enacting this rule 
jointly put forward a 298-page proposal 
which is, in the words of a banker publicly 
supportive of Dodd-Frank, ‘unintelligible 
any way you read it.’” 

The document “includes 383 explicit 
questions for firms which, if read closely, 
break down into 1,420 subquestions, ac- 
cording to Davis Polk, a law firm. The 
interactive Volcker ‘rule map’ Davis Polk 
has produced for its clients has 355 dis- 
tinct steps.” You could get asphyxiated 
with such a business-friendly inundation. 

There are plenty of reasons why the law 
should be drastically slashed if not repealed 
outright. As it is, as the Wall Street Journal 
put it in February, the law has transformed 
“banks into regulated utilities.” 

Accordingly, the new president has al- 
ready ordered a review of the law. Gary 
Cohn, who runs the president’s National 
Economic Council, has acknowledged 
that the law’s “costs and complexity have 
restrained bank lending.” The Democrats 
wrote the law, said the paper, “with enough 
ambiguity so the feds could regulate as they 


please. But this means a new government 
can ease those burdens without Congress.” 

Then there is the Financial Stability 
Oversight Council, the part of the law that 
authorized the government to designate 
“systemically important financial institu- 
tions” (SIFIs). While the SIFIs are burdened 
“with onerous regulations,” they also “carry 
an implicit taxpayer guarantee,” pointed out 
the Journal. The paper continued: 


Big banks that accept taxpayer-insured 
deposits are obvious SIFI candidates, 
but the Obama FSOC also tagged 
AIG, MetLife and Prudential Finan- 
cial as SIFIs. These insurers are bur- 
dened with bank-style regulations that 
don’t fit their business model. MetLife 
sued to rescind the arbitrary designa- 
tion, and a federal judge has ruled in 
its favor. The Trump Administration 
could drop the government’s appeal 
and settle with MetLife in a way that 
exempts insurers from the SIFI label. 


That would cause considerable squealing 
on the political Left. 

“Progressive” lawmaking does not nec- 
essarily represent progress. In 1864, the 
law setting up the nation’s banking system 
totaled 29 pages. Hi 

— WILLIAM P. HoaR 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


More Wars Without End Under Trump? 


ill the Trump era 
end up being mere- 
ly an extension of 


the endless “Wars on Terror” 
that have been the hallmark 
of the Bush and Obama eras? 
It is certainly starting out that 
way. Stylistically, the Trump 
approach to war has the same 
suicidal quagmire-of-em- 
pire look. Candidate Trump 
rightfully blasted President 
Obama’s penchant for publicly 
announcing to the world (in- 
cluding the enemy) U.S. mili- 
tary plans in advance, includ- 
ing force levels, deployments, 
and planned timelines for 
withdrawals. That gives away 
huge advantages to our enemies — to our detriment, of course. In 
regard to this element of warfare, President Trump is operation- 
ally different. On March 8, stories began to appear in the media 
reporting that President Trump had deployed Marines attached to 
the 11th Marine Expeditionary Unit and soldiers from the U.S. 
Army’s 75th Ranger Regiment to Syria to intensify the assault of 
the American-backed Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF) on Raqqa, 
the capital city of the Islamic State (ISIS). The deployments had 
begun in secret weeks earlier; even after news of the operation 
leaked out, few details were available. Similar secrecy surrounded 
the January 29 U.S. commando raid into Yemen, barely one week 
into the new Trump administration. Navy SEAL Chief Petty Of- 
ficer William Ryan Owens was killed in that operation, which was 
directed against al-Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula (AQAP). 

During his Joint Address to Congress on February 28, 2017, 
President Trump honored Owens’ widow, Carryn Owens (who 
was in attendance), and effectively used his touching tribute 
to her fallen husband to sell his planned “war on terrorism.” 
The president declared in his address: “As promised, I directed 
the Department of Defense to develop a plan to demolish and 
destroy ISIS — a network of lawless savages that have slaugh- 
tered Muslims and Christians, and men, women, and children 
ofall faiths and beliefs. We will work with our allies, including 
our friends and allies in the Muslim world, to extinguish this 
vile enemy from our planet.” 

Yes, ISIS, like AQAP, is indeed a vile enemy. However, Pres- 
ident Trump should be made to answer some very important 
questions concerning this latest deployment of U.S. military 
forces to a far-flung corner of the globe. Questions, President 
Trump, such as: 

Did you ask for and receive a declaration of war from Con- 
gress, as the Constitution requires? The question is rhetorical, 
in that we know no such congressional declaration was made. 
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Article I, Section 8 of the 
Constitution gives to Con- 
gress — not the president — 
the power “To declare war.” 
And even though Congress 
has been criminally remiss in 
allowing presidents to usurp 
this power, President Trump 
is still bound by this crucial 
constitutional restraint. 

Did you provide any evi- 
dence that, in lieu of a con- 
gressional declaration of war, 
there exists a dire immediate 
threat from ISIS to America 
to justify this action? In the 
debates of the Federal Con- 
vention of 1787, as well as 
in the Federalist Papers, the 
Founders agreed that the president may act by executive author- 
ity to repel an invasion without seeking permission from Con- 
gress. However, we have been offered no argument or evidence 
that the deployment of troops to Syria is aimed at averting any 
immediate threat to Americans. 

Is the charge that ISIS is “a network of lawless savages” suf- 
ficient to engage in an undeclared, undefined, open-ended war? 
What about equally vile and violent terrorist groups, such as al- 
Qaeda, Boko Haram, Hizb ut-Tahrir, Hezbollah, Hamas, Egyptian 
Islamic Jihad, Quds Force, etc.? 

Will this “temporary” involvement in Syria become another 
permanent quagmire? As you yourself pointed out, we have spent 
$5 trillion and thousands of lives in these fruitless, destructive 
ventures. We are worse than broke; we are trillions of dollars in 
debt. Thousands of American troops, advisors, special operators, 
pilots, and other military personnel remain in Afghanistan, Iraq, 
and Kuwait. However, you, President Trump, rather than pulling 
our troops out of Afghanistan and Iraq, are increasing our troop 
levels in those quagmires. How much longer will this go on? 

Will the Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF) we are supporting 
in Syria prove any better than the false “allies” we supported 
in Egypt, Libya, Iraq, and Afghanistan? The SDF coalition is 
dominated by the Kurdistan Workers Party (PKK), which for 
many years has been designated a terrorist group by the United 
States, NATO, and the European Union. The other dominant 
force in the SDF is the People’s Protection Units (YPG), which 
is merely a militia adjunct to the communist/terrorist PKK. The 
PKK/YPG are hardcore Marxist-Leninists who for decades 
called for the establishment of a Marxist-Leninist state and em- 
blazoned the communist hammer and sickle on their red flag. 
Are these really the “freedom fighters” that are going to save us 
from ISIS? Will we end up fighting them, as we have many of 
our other false allies? 


AP Images 
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Healthcare: Which 


Fix Should We Follow? 

A great healthcare debate was taking place 
even before the GOP released an ObamaCare 
replacement plan. We analyze the possible 
ways that America’s healthcare system could 
be altered, and tell which plan has the best 


chance of succeeding. (March 20, 2017, 48pp) 
TNA170320 


Barack Obama’s Legacy 

Since Barack Obama has no plans to ride off 
into the political sunset — rather he plans to 
continue what he started as president — it pays 


to remember his goals. (March 6, 2017, 48pp) 
TNA170306 


What on Earth Is Happening to 
Our Temperature? 


Trillions of dollars in government spending 
might hinge on whether or not the climate 
is indeed warming. The answer, however, 
depends on where the thermometers are 
placed. (April 3, 2017, 48pp) TNA170403 


~ 


m Russia With Love: 
Did Putin Put Trump in the White House? 

Hillary Clinton’s campaign claim that Russia 
hacked the election to aid Trump — a 
claim backed up by some members of the 
intelligence community — isn’t supported 


by any evidence. (February 20, 2017, 48pp) 
TNA170220 


ObamaCare on the Brink 

ObamaCare is imploding: Its costs are 
skyrocketing, and Americans are failing 
to sign up. But is its demise inevitable 
and is better healthcare upcoming? 
(November 21, 2016, 48pp) TNA161121 
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